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ENCOURAGEMENT OF IMMIGRATION 
As Revealed in Colonial Legislation 





By Erna RIscH 





Immigration, apart from the movement to New England and 
that to Virginia during the disturbances of the civil war, was 
not spontaneous in character. From the beginning, immigration 
was encouraged and certain agencies played an important part. 
Among the earliest of these was the printing press, which was 
set to work to disseminate an immigration literature written to 
attract immigrants. Soon inducements of every sort were being 
offered to the prospective immigrant to encourage him to em- 
bark for the New World. Those interested in promoting immi- 
gration—the Crown, proprietors, colonial governments, land- 
owners, and agents—saw in it a profitable enterprise, since im- 
migration would promote settlement, increase the value of land- 
ed holdings, and create a protective barrier for the colonies 
against Spanish, French, and Indians. Each of these interested 
parties promoted immigration in his own way. In this work, 
colonial assemblies were soon active and remained so through- 
out the colonial period. 

Among the earliest forms of legislative aid enacted for the 
benefit of the immigrant were laws providing moratoriums on 
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debts and exemptions from taxes. Virginia,’ South Carolina,’ 
North Carolina,? and Georgia were among the colonies that 
enacted laws prohibiting suit being brought against an immi- 
grant debtor for a specified period. Thus North Carolina, feel- 
ing that sufficient encouragement to immigrants had not hitherto 
been granted, enacted on January 20, 1669/70 that 

“noe person transporting themselves into this County after the 
date hereof shall be liable to be sued during the terme and space 
of five years after their arrival for any debt contracted or cause 
of action given without the County and that noe person living 
in this County shall on any pretense whatsoever receive any 
letter of Attorney Bill or account to recover any debt within the 
time above mentioned of a Debtor living here without the said 


Debtor freely consent to it.” ® 

Such protection was to enable the immigrant to establish himself 
in his new home. It was, moreover, to the benefit of the colonies 
to enact such legislation, for it encouraged immigrants to settle 
within the borders of that province. Virginia urged that “if 
such suits and pleas be thus early admitted before the country 
shall come to better maturity, it might hazard the deserting of a 
great part of the country.”® Georgia felt that it was 

“of the greatest Importance to the safety of the British Empire in 
America that the Province of Georgia should be peopled with a 
Number of Inhabitants sufficient to repel any Invasion or In- 
croachment of foreign Powers, and to prevent any Incursion of 
the Indians.” 

It was, therefore, of benefit to grant protection, for a season, 
from debt in order that the immigrants “might become useful to 





1 Hening, Virginia Statutes at Large, I, 256-257 (1643). “Suits of this 
re suspended until his majestie shall signifie his royal pleasure 

erein. 

2 Cooper, Statutes at Large of South Carolina, II, 124 (1696). Per- 
sons settling in South Carolina were granted a moratorium on debts for 
five years. 

3 Saunders, North Carolina Colonial Records, I, 674-675, (1707). Im- 
migrants were granted a five year freedom from debt. 

4 Candler, Colonial Records of Georgia, XVIII, 192-196 (1757). Set- 
tlers were granted seven years freedom from the collection of debts. 

5 Clark, State Records of North Carolina, XXV, 119 (Jan. 20, 1669/70). 
[Acts of Assembly of Albemarle, N. C.—Editor’s Note.] 

6 Hening, Virginia Statutes at Large, I, 256 (March, 1642/3). 
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ENCOURAGEMENT OF IMMIGRATION 3 


their Mother Country and add great strength and Riches to 
this Frontier.”" 

The policy of exemption from taxation for a certain number 
of years was in accord with this idea of protection for the im- 
migrant until he had passed through the period of adjustment 
and settlement. There was evidently a struggle in attaining an 
independent home, and in his initial efforts to establish himself 
the colonial assemblies desired to lend all the aid they could to 
the immigrant. It was urged that such encouragement would 
add to the strength and security of the colony enacting such 
legislation. Virginia intimated that settlement upon its unseated 
and uncultivated lands on the frontier would not only add to its 
strength and security, but “be a means of augmenting his ma- 
jesty’s revenues of quit-rents.”* As early as 1669-70 North 
Carolina exempted newcomers from the payment of levies for 
one year. North Carolina continued to follow this policy as a 
means of promoting immigration.’ Maryland, for the en- 
couragement of certain Welsh immigrants who desired to settle 
in the back country, enacted a law granting them exemption from 
taxes for ten years provided that after their settlement they did 
not “plant or tend any tobacco.”*! The colonial assembly of 
Virginia aided the French immigrants who had settled at Mana- 
kin Town by exempting them from the payment of public and 
county levies for seven years.'* In 1730 Virginia exempted cer- 
tain Germans of Stafford County from the payment of parish 
levies.1* Furthermore for the encouragement of those immi- 
grants who would settle upon the southern boundary of the 
colony, especially upon lands lying on the Roanoke river, Vir- 
ginia enacted that they be exempted from payment of all public, 





7 Candler, Colonial Records of Georgia, XVIII, 191 (July 19, 1757). 

8 Hening, Virginia Statutes at Large, V, 57 (1738). 

9 Clark, State Records of North Carolina, XXV, 120 (Jan., 1669/70). 

10 Jbid. XXV, 159 (1715) ; Saunders, Colonial Records of North Caro- 
lina, IV, 490; 533; IX, 251-252. 

11 Maryland Archives, XXXVI, 597-598. This law was to be in force 
from 1727 to 1737. 
“7050 Virginia Statutes at Large, III, 201 (1700); III, 478-479 
13 Jbid., IV, 306 (1730). 
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county, and parish levies for ten years.’ It is evident that the 
strength and security of the colony were the motives for the 
policy pursued, since it was to the settlers in the frontier coun- 
ties'® that exemption was granted. South Carolina’® and Geor- 
gia’? likewise encouraged settlement by offering the advantage 
of tax exemption. Relief from past debts and immunity from 
taxes for an appreciable period were great inducements to immi- 
grants and enabled them to meet more easily the many prob- 
lems of settlement in the New World. The colony profited by 
the immigrant’s success and other of his fellow-countrymen were 
induced to try their fortunes in that province. 


The granting of bounties was another encouragement offered 
foreigners to induce them to immigrate to the New World. In 
1735 all moneys arising from duties on negroes imported into 
the province of South Carolina were to be appropriated and 
used for the purchase of “tools, provisions and other necessarys 
for poor Protestants lately arrived in this Province, or who shall 
come from Europe and settle in his Majesty’s new Townships.”!® 
By act of 1751, a bounty of six pounds proclamation money was 





14 [bid., V, 57-58 (1738). The preamble of this particular act makes 
clear that it was for the benefit of “his majesty’s natural born subjects” 
as well as foreign protestants. All who settled on this frontier, there- 
fore, gained exemption from levies. 


15 Another illustration of this fact is found in the ten year exemption 
from the payment of all public, county, and parish levies granted to set- 
tlers in Augusta county, Virginia. Jbid., VI, 258 (1752) ; VII, II (1756). 


16 Cooper, Statutes at Large of South Carolina, III, 593-94 (1741); 
IV, 239 (1766) ; IV, 269 (1767) ; IV, 366 (1777). 


17 Candler, Georgia Colonial Records, XVIII, 743-45 (1766). As in 
an earlier Virginia act cited, this law gave a ten year exemption to all 
settlers not just to foreigners. 


18 Cooper, Statutes at Large of South Carolina, III, 409 (1735). This 
act was to be in force three years. It is of interest to note that South 
Carolina also gave bounties to the importers of servants as well as to 
the immigrant himself. Thus in 1712 arguing that “nothing contributes 
more to the safety and flourishing estate of any country than the multi- 
tude of people”, South Carolina enacted that for four years the public re- 
ceiver was to pay out of the treasury fourteen pounds current money to 
the owners or importers of each healthy male British servant, between 
twelve and thirty years of age, as soon as they were assigned over into 
his hands. Jbid., II, 385 (June 7, 1712). Similar legislation was enacted 
in 1716. Ibid., II, 646-49. Even Massachusetts, prior to this in 1709, had 
enacted a law granting a bounty of forty shlllings per head to the im- 
porter of male servants from Great Britain. Massachusetts Acts and Re- 
solves, I, 634 (Feb. 26, 1708/9). This act was to be in force three years. 
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allowed each poor foreign or English Protestant, twelve to 
fifty years of age, who brought a certificate of good character 
from a minister and who within the first three years after the 
passage of this act settled on the southern frontier of the prov- 
ince. Poor Protestant immigrants two to twelve years of age 
coming in at this same time were to receive three pounds procla- 
mation money.” The act of 1751 was to be in force ten years. 
During the latter half of this period, however, the bounties were 
to go to immigrants settling either the northern or the southern 
frontier at a rate of £2 13s 4d proclamation money for those 
twelve to fifty years of age, while £1 6s 8d was allowed to immi- 
grants two to twelve years of age. One-fifth part of the tax on 
negroes was to be applied for defraying the expenses of survey- 
ing and running out lands and passing grants to such poor 
Protestants; the remaining one-fifth went as bounty for the 
building of ships in South Carolina and as an encouragement to 
shipwrights and caulkers to become settlers in the province.” 
In 1754 the South Carolina legislature learned that its appropri- 
ation of one-fifth of the tax on negroes to be expended for the 
latter purpose was not being used. They, therefore, appropri- 
ated this money, a sum of £4722 8s 2d, to be applied toward the 
payment of the expense of surveying and running out lands and 
the passing of grants to such poor Protestants as had settled 
in South Carolina since 1751.?? 

One of the greatest attractions offered in the New World 
was land. The immigrant and land are inextricably entangled. 
Much more than can be realized today, land was the basis of 
society. Wealth, social position, and political privilege were all 
dependent upon it. Whatever the reason that motivated them, 
whether it was settlement, protection, improvement of their 








19 Cooper, Statutes at Large of South Carolina, III, 741 (1751). 

20 These bounties covering a five year period were to be paid out of a 
tax levied on negroes and slaves; three-fifths part of the said tax going 
for this purpose. In the last two years of this time the abovementioned 
bounties were to be reduced to four and two pounds like money respec- 
tively for those between twelve and fifty years and two and twelve 
years of age. 

21 Jbid., III, 741-742. See also III, 781-782; (1752) IV, 5-6 (1753). 

22 Cooper, Statutes at Large of South Carolina, IV, 11 (May 11, 1754). 
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holdings, or ati increased revenue, colonial proprietors and co- 
lonial governments were not slow to use the land which they 
possessed in such abundance. The matter of lands grants is, 
however, a complicated subject. It is difficult to determine just 
what authority colonial assemblies exercised over the unsettled 
lands of the several colonies. In the charter colonies, like Massa- 
chusetts, the legislature apparently had full control over the 
public domain of the colony.** In proprietary colonies control 
seems to have rested with both the proprietor and the assembly.”* 
This is true also of the royal colonies, for although the royal 
governor was supposed to exercise the right of disposing finally 
of the unsettled lands under his control, yet the assemblies made 
grants of land for the encouragement of immigration.*® For 
adequate treatment, the use of land grants as an inducement to 
immigration must be referred to in both its legislative and execu- 
tive aspects, and it is consequently omitted from this purely 
legislative account. 


Since the greatest need of America was men to develop the 
resources of the country, it was natural that the opportunity to 
become a full member of the body politic should be among the 
inducements held out to newcomers. The colonies used the same 
methods of naturalization which were common in the mother- 





23 For example, on Jan. 25, 1750, the General Court of Massachusetts 
voted to set aside four townships, two seven miles square in the western 
and two six miles square in the eastern part of the province. Here land 
was to be granted to such foreign Protestants as might thereby be induced 
to settle. Massachusetts Acts and Resolves, XIV, 353. 


24 Illustrative of action by an assembly in a proprietary colony is the 
enactment of a law providing that all men above the age of sixteen who 
were Protestants and transported themselves from Great Britain, Ire- 
land, or any British colony into South Carolina were at liberty to take 
up and possess 300 acres of the Yamosee land on any river or navigable 
creek, or 400 acres of back land. Cooper, Statutes at Large of South 
Carolina, II, 641-46 (June 13, 1716). This act was repealed by the 
proprietors, July 22, 1718. 

25 The granting of head rights, for example, continued through the 
colonial period in Virginia. “That for the encouragement of such of 
your majesties subjects as shall, from time to time, go to dwell in the 
said plantation there shall be assigned out of the lands (not already ap- 
propriated) to every person so coming thither to dwell, fifty acres, ac- 
cording as hath been used and allowed since the first plantation.” Hen- 
ing, Virginia Statutes at Large, II, 530, 532 (Charter of Oct. 10, 1676). 
Ibid., II, 304-5 (1704). 
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country. Governors issued letters of denization ;** then legis- 
latures passed special acts relating to particular persons ;*7 and, 
finally, there were general naturalization laws.** Denizenship 
was a status conferred upon an alien by letters patent issued 
by the Crown or in the colonies by the governor, whereby the 
foreigner was enabled to hold lands, as well as to inherit and 
transmit property to the children that were born after denization 
was granted.”® Letters of denization, however, do not seem to 
have been used to any great extent in the colonies. Colonial 
naturalization acts gave many valuable rights, among which 
was the privilege of acquiring lands and voting at elections. 
Naturalization laws in America, however, were limited to the 
colony in which they were passed, and gave no rights beyond its 
limits.2° In Virginia the act of 1671 specifically stated that the 
benefits of this law applied only within that province.** Prior 
to the Revolution, immigrants in Virginia were naturalized 
under the act of 1680,** which allowed the governor by a public 
instrument under the seal of the colony to declare any alien 
naturalized upon his taking the oath of allegiance.** South 
Carolina in 1704%* passed a general naturalization law under 
which all foreigners continued to be naturalized until the Revo- 





26 Colonial Records: General Entries University of New York State 
Library Bulletin No. 2 Albany, 1899, 183. A denization was granted to 
Allard Anthony and to Balthazar de Haart by Governor Nichols Jan. 16, 
1664. Calendar of Council Minutes, 1668-1783, New York State Library 
Bulletin No. 58, Albany, 1902, 68. Hening, Virginia Statutes at Large, 
I, 545 (1659/60). 

27 For example, an act to naturalize Peter Bard, a native of France, 
1713. Nevill, Acts of the General Assembly of New Jersey, 463. 

28 See for example, Colonial Laws of New York, I, 123 (1683). 

29 Carpenter, “Naturalization in England and the American Colonies”, 
American Historical Review, IX, 290. For further examples of deni- 
zation see Maryland Archives, III, 398-99 (Jan. 14, 1660); III, 428-31 
(July, 1661). 

30 Note that the English naturalization law of 1740 cut across all 
colonial legislation and provided general naturalization throughout the 
colonies. Pickering, Statutes of Great Britain, XVII, 370-373. 

31 Hening, Virginia Statutes at Large, II, 289-290 (Sept. 1671). 

82 [bid., II, 464-465 (June, 1680). There were some minor changes in 
this law in 1705. Ibid., III, 434-435. 

33 Virginia legislation prior to 1680 on naturalization is to be found 
in the acts of 1657; 1671. Ibid., I, 486; II, 289-90. 

34 Cooper, Statutes at Large of South Carolina, II, 251-253. 
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lution. While no alien naturalized by this act could become a 
member of the general assembly, the naturalized subject, pro- 
vided he was of age and had the necessary property qualifica- 
tions, could vote. The fundamental constitution of North 
Carolina provided for naturalization,** but, unlike its neighbor, 
North Carolina seems to have made use of special acts*® rather 
than general laws. While colonial legislation does not indicate 
how Georgia naturalized, it seems that any naturalized foreign 
Protestant professing the Christian religion, being twenty-one 
years of age, resident in the province twelve months before the 
date of issuing the writ for election, and possessing at least 500 
acres of land, might be elected a member of the assembly of 
Georgia.*7 Furthermore, every free white man, twenty-one 
years of age, resident in the province six months and possessed 
in his own right of fifty acres of land in the parish, district, or 
village for which a member was to be elected, had the privilege 
of voting.** Before the Revolution, Maryland seems to have 
naturalized chiefly by special act.*® Since Pennsylvania was the 
best advertised colony, and had from the beginning made vigor- 
ous efforts to induce immigrants to settle within its borders, it 
is not surprising to find that the colony was scarcely established 
before an act for naturalization was brought forward in 1682.*° 
Pennsylvania followed the course of naturalizing by private act, 
often grouping a large number of foreigners in one bill.*1 Dela- 





35 Clark, State Records of North Carolina, XXXV, 135 (1669). 

36 As an example, see the act of 1722 naturalizing Abraham Blewlet, 
a native of Switzerland. Saunders, Colonial Records of North Carolina, 
II, 462-463 (Oct. 29, 1722). 

37 Candler, Georgia Colonial Records, XVIII, 467 (June 9, 1761). 

28 [bid., 465. 

89 T, Bacon, Laws of Maryland at Large, May 8, 1669; April 19, 1671; 
Oct. 20, 1671; June 6, 1674; Nov. 15, 1678; May 13, 1682; April 24, 1762; 
Hanson, Maryland Laws, Nov. 1768, ch. I. Maryland is accredited by 
Chalmers as being the colony to pass the first naturalization act in 1666. 
American Historical Review, IX, 297. An examination of the laws 
of Maryland reveals this to be a special rather than a general law, for it 
was the grant of naturalization upon petition. Maryland Archives, II, 31; 
T. Bacon, Laws of Maryland at Large, May, 1666. 

40 Duke of York’s Laws, I, 105 (1682). 


41 For examples see, Statutes at Large of Pennsylvania, IV, 391-94 
(Feb. 3, 1742/3) ; IV, 283-85 (Mar. 29, 1735). 
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ware, of course, was covered by the naturalization laws of 
Pennsylvania. New Jersey also naturalized by private act." 
The use of the private act for naturalization was very common 
in New York.*? New England fell far short of the other colo- 
nies in the encouragement of immigration. As a consequence, it 
is not surprising to find that no general naturalization laws were 
made in that section. Where naturalization was granted, it was 
provided for by special act.** 

It is characteristic of the preambles of most colonial naturali- 
zation acts to state that they are for the purpose of encouraging 
immigration. South Carolina was not alone in enacting a 
naturalization law as a “reward and further encouragement of 
such aliens” now resident in the province “as well as to encour- 
age more such industrious men to settle among us.’’*° Virginia 
felt that nothing could 
“tend more to the advancement of a new plantation either to its 
defence or prosperity, nor nothing more add to the glory of a 
prince than being a gratious master of many subjects, nor any 
better way to produce those effects, then the inviteing of people 
of other nations to reside amonge us, by communication of 
privileges.”’*° 

Naturalization was rightly looked upon as an inducement to 
immigrants. The naturalization laws previously referred to 
after investing the alien with all the rights, privileges, and im- 
munities of natural born subjects, specifically added the right 
of the naturalized subject to take up, purchase, convey, and in- 
herit land. In South Carolina and Georgia the political rights of 
naturalized subjects were directly mentioned, but by allowing 
aliens to obtain land, naturalization acts presented an oppor- 








42 Nevill, Acts of the General Assembly of New Jersey, 463-464. Here 
are listed the titles of such private acts for 1713; 1716; 1723; 1727; 1730. 

43 Colonial Laws of New York, I, 1034-35 (June 24, 1719); II, 83 
(July 27, 1721) ; II, 164 (July 6, 1723). 

44 Acts and Resolves of Massachusetts, I1, 586-87 (Apr. 5, 1731); 
C. J. Hoadly, The Public Records of the Colony of Connecticut, XIV, 94 
(May, 1773) ; 309 (May, 1774) ; Bartlett, J. R., Records of the Colony of 
Rhode Island, V, 367 (Feb. 1752/3). 

45 Cooper, Statutes at Large of South Carolina, I, 251-53 (1704). 

46 Hening, Virginia Statutes at Large, II, 289-90 (Sept. 1671). Similar 
er ae were expressed in the preamble to the acts of 1680. IJbid., II 

-65. 
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tunity for acquiring the necessary voting qualifications. This 
right of purchasing, holding, and transmitting land to one’s 
children was the greatest benefit given by naturalization. In 
this connection a peculiar type of naturalization legislation is 
significant. In 1764 North Carolina naturalized the dead in 
order to make valid titles to estates which were “claimed by, 
from or under any Foreign Protestant heretofore inhabiting 
within this Province by Purchase, Descent, or otherwise.”*? 
Similarly, New York naturalized deceased foreigners in order 
to settle the question of inheritance and to confirm titles to 
property.*® Although in Pennsylvania deceased aliens were 
not naturalized, yet legislation was enacted whereby land pur- 
chased by them descended to their heirs “as if the said alien had 
been naturalized.”*® Colonial naturalization acts safeguarding 
the property which an immigrant might secure are, therefore, 
extremely important and must take their place with the material 
inducements held out to the newcomers. An examination of 
Colonial legislation relating to the encouragement of immi- 
gration reveals certain aids enacted for the benefit of immi- 
grants. These ranged from grants of tools and provisions, ex- 
emptions from taxes and debts, to the granting of naturaliza- 
tion and political privileges. The preambles of these colonial 
acts showed that the colonial authorities were interested in pro- 
moting immigration for certain reasons—to protect the frontier 
by creating a buffer against Indians, French, and Spanish, to 
enhance the value of their holdings, and to create new sources 
of revenue. Since New England was seldom interested in en- 
couraging immigration, the legislation of that section shows few 
laws for the benefit of immigrants. Save in the matter of 
naturalization, even the assemblies of the middle colonies made 
few efforts to encourage immigration. The southern colonies 
were the most liberal and the most active in enacting legislation 
which would enable the immigrant to establish himself in the 
New World. 


47 Clark, North Carolina State Records, XXIII, 615-16 (1764). 
48 Colonial Laws of New York, I, 861 (1715). 
49 Pennsylvania Statutes at Large, II, 122 (Feb. 7, 1705/6). 
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NOTES FROM THE RECORDS of STAFFORD 
COUNTY, VIRGINIA, ORDER BOOKS 
(Continued ) 





Published Under the Auspices of the Virginians in the 
City of New York 





At a Court Held for Stafford County the 12th day of June 
1690 


Present : 
Coll. William Fitzhugh Mr. Samuel Hayward 
Capt. George Mason Mr. John Withers 
Justices 


Therefore tis ordered that the Jury Enquire the Fact. 


Jury: 
Augustine Kneaton James Monke 
Xtopher Herringe William Burton 
John Mathews George Shepard 
William Rustall John Beach 
Wm. Hambleton Thomas Porter 
James Man Henry Thompson 


which said Jurors Elected Tryed and Sworn to Say the Truth. 


Turner v. Thompson—John Turner humbly complaining 
Sheweth that your pet’r did in May Court last obtain an 
order for the returning home of his wife wheresoever and 
in whose company soever she should be founde in order for 
her Living and remaining with her said husband now so 
it is that notwithstanding the said order of restraint from 
keeping and Entertaining his said wife Thomas Thompson 
of this County in whose Company and by whose allurement 
She hath Lived and frequented Several years in Levity and 
Idleness did carry your said pet’rs wife over to Maryland 
within some few days after the said May Court and Longe be- 
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fore your pet’r hath not heard, nor seen his said wife And 
further your petitioner complains that the said Thompson hath 
several times with force and Armes without any or the Least 
Just claim of Right or Lawful pretence thereto taken and wrest- 
ed away out of your pet’rs house Several or indeed most of all 
your pet’rs goods and Necessaries whereby to Live and keep 
house vizt. his feather bed Bolster and pillow, with coverlid 
Rugg Cotton Blanket and a matchcoat a carbine a bible Tes- 
tament with other things not Leaving your pet’r able to subsist 
he continually abusing and threateninge your Petitioner so that 
he is in great fear of his life Wherefore your pet’r humbly 
craves your worships Charitable Care and Course to be taken 
with the said Thompson and hath brought his action for the 
said goods and craves return thereof. 


Plea.—And the said Thomas Thompson by Richard Gibson 
his Attorney Comes in Court and defends the force and in- 
jury &c. and for plea saith not guilty in manner and form fol- 
lowing. 

Order for delivery—And after a full debate and hearing of 


the matter in Court on both Sides as well on the behalf of the 
said Thomas Thompson the def’t and the afs’d John Turnter the 
plt. the Court having taken it into their most Serious and char- 
itable Consideration doe accordingly order—Therefore tis or- 
dered that Thomas Thompson shall presently Surrender and 
deliver up to the Sheriff all the goods that of right doth belong 
to the afs’d John Turner whersoever or in whose hands soever 
they may or can be found and that the Sheriff Immediately put 
the said John Turner in a quiet and peaceable possession of his 
said goods and that the afs’d Thomas Thompson pay Costs als 
Execution. 


Keene v Downham—Matthew Keene complains against Wil- 
liam Downham of this County in a plea of Trespass, for that 
whereas the plt. together with Edmund Helder late of this County 
dec’ed did Joyntly purchase in fee Simple of John Peake of this 
County a Certain dividend or Tract of Land Containing by Esti- 
mation 750 acres Scituate lying and being in this County of Staf- 
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ford near the head of Potomack Creek and on the Northwest side 
thereof as by deed bearing date the 14th day of November 1672 
more at Large doth and may appear and the said Lands so pur- 
chased in Joint Tenancy as afs’d they the said Joint Tenants did 
hold in Joint Tenancy for and during the Natural life of the said 
Edmond Helder and until the time of his death without Par- 
tition or Severation of the said Premises and the said Edmond 
Helder dyeing or Severation of the said premises or Jointure 
as afs’d the plt. by Right of Survivorship became intirely Seized 
in his demesure as of fee of in and unto the afs’d 750 acres 
of Land with all and Singular its rights members and Juris- 
dictions and appurtenances But now soe it is may it please 
your worship the def’t Wm. Downham has by force and armes 
Ent’red into and upon a Certain Plantation of the pl’ts. part of 
the aforesaid Premisses and hath by the Space of five years 
kept possession of the same and thereon doth Commit many 
Trespasses and Enormities by breaking up planting & Tending 
of the same cutting downe and destroying much Timber and 
other Trees to the utter ruine and destruction of the said Plan- 
tation and to the pl’ts damage forty thousand pounds of To- 
baces and Caskes for which he brings his Suit against the def’t. 
and humbly prayes Judgment and for their majesties writ hab. 
facias possessionem, directed to the sherif of this County to 
put the pit. in the Quiet and peaceable possession of his said 
Land & premises. 


Imparl.—And the said William Downham by Richard Gibson 
his Attorney comes in Court and craves Licence of Imparleance 
therein till the next Court for to bring in his plea w’ch unto 
him is granted and that then his plea be not wanting. 

Mason v. Stranhan—Nonsuit—Whereas Robert Mason did 
arrest David Stranhan to this Court and did not appear Timely 
to prosecute his said action Therefore tis ordered that the said 
Robt. Mason shall be nonsuite and shall pay unto the aforesaid 
David Stranhan the sum of Fifty pounds of Tobacco with Costs 
alias Execution. 
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List of Tithables to be Taken—Whereas it is provided 
by an act of assembly that each respective Inhabitant do give 
in his Just number of Tithables to Such persons appointed 
by the County Court to take the same under a great pen- 
alty to those that shall not fully perform the same and where- 
as the said Law is in the affirmative and not in the Nega- 
tive and soe consequently leaves the said Law as it was for- 
merly for taking Tithables which was anciently by the Con- 
stables taking the whole Tithables in their precincts and whereas 
the said method by act is both Severe and uncertain if that they 
Justly deliver in their due Lists and Severe upon a discovered 
defalcation and to the end that the great Severity of the said 
Law may not fall upon any individual person in this respective 
County and yet that the same may be a full & perfect accompt 
of the Tithables in this County Therefore tis ordered that the 
respective Constables of each precinct take a full and just ac- 
count of every Tithable in their respective districts and deliver 
the same in at October Court next to be held for this County 
and that whatsoever Constable shall be defective or not fully 
perform and give due obedience to their order shall be esteemed 
as contemners of authority and accordingly proceeded against and 
it is further ordered that the Clerke take care by the 30th 
day of this present Month to give out as many copies of these 
orders as there shall be Constables in this County and it is also 
further ordered that the Sherif himself by his deputy or dep- 
utys take Care by the Tenth day of the next month at farthest 
to deliver the same Several orders to the respective Constables 
of this said County and to the End there may be no Pretence 
or Evasion to avoid the due Execution of the same by pretence 
of not delivery by the Clerk to the sheriff or sheriffs or by the 
sherif or sherifs to the respective Constables Therefore tis 
further ordered that the Clerks take a receipt for the delivery 
of the said orders within the time prefixed and that the sheriff 
or sheriffs take a Severall receipt from Each Constable for the 
delivery of Each respective order to the several Constables and 
produce the same at the next Court to be held after for this 
County that it may be known where the default Lies if any 
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ovided such be that the delinquent herein may be proceeded against 
J give accordingly. 
anens At an Orphans Court held for Stafford County the 19th July 
Bowne 1690 
vhere- 
Nega- Present : 
s for- Coll. William Fitzhugh Capt. George Mason 
Con- Mr. Samuel Hayword Mr. Willm. Buckner 
lereas Mr. Edward Thomason 
t they Justices 
vered Heaberds Estate—Whereas Charles Baldridge was Summoned 
* said by the Sheriff unto this Court to give bond and further Security 
=ctive concerning the Estate which Capt. Wm. Heaberd gave unto Wil- 
ompt liam Heaberd the Son of John Heaberd dec’ed one of the Bonds- 
it the men being dead and the other being Mr. Francis Dade did prfer 
t ac- a petition to this Court to be freely and fully discharged from his 
liver Securityship as afs’d and forasmuch as the said Charles Bal- 
unty dridge was not provided with Security as afs’d and the Court 
fully thinking and adjudging it not Convenient for the said Estate 
med to be kept any Longer in his hands doe accordingly order 
and Therefore tis ordered that the said Ch’s. Baldridge shall between 
30th this and the next Court deliver the afs’d Estate into the hands 
hese of Thomas Gregge Junr. and that the said Thomas Gregge shall 
also bring an account thereof to the next Court and Likewise good 
lep- Security and Enter into bond concerning the same. 
a At a Court held for the County of Stafford July the 9th 1690 
nce Present: 
nce Coll. William Fitzhugh Mr. William Buckner 
the Mr. Samuel Hayward Capt. Geo, Mason 
tis Mr. Edward Thomason 
ery Justices 
riff Harrison v. Martin—James Harrison on behalf of Ellen Mott 
the one of the Orphans of Mr. George Mott dec’ed complaining 
nd Sheweth that Patrick Hume is possest with a young stone horse 
his [belonging] to the said Ellen Mott without having the property 


ny Transferd either by her or her guardian and detains the said 
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horse though demanded pretending he Cannot safely deliver 
him without this Worshipful Court’s order that he may be re- 
imbursed by the party of whom he saith he bought him. Your 
complainant therefor humbly craves an order to be possest of 
the said horse in behalf of the said Ellen Mott who hath the 
undoubted right to the said horse as aforesaid. 


Judgm’t—And now forasmuch as it doth appear to this 
Court that the said horse did of right belong to the afs’d Ellen 
Mott and was taken up by Richard Martin, a Ranger in this 
County and Carried before a Justice of peace but Forasmuch 
as the said Richard Martin did not take out a Certificate from 
the Clerk of the Legall taking up of the said horse as the Law 
in Such Cases doth direct Therefore tis ordered that the said 
Richard Martin shall make present payment of the Sum of five 
hundred pounds of Tobacco in Cask to the aforesaid Ellen Mott 
with Costs alias Execution. 


Fitzhugh v. Dade—Coll. Wm. Fitzhugh v. Francis Dade upon 
Imparlance from the 12th of June 1690 unto the 9th of July 
Anno Dom 1690 — 


Reply. And the said Francis Dade the def’t. by Gerrard 
Lowther his Attorney comes into Court and defends the force 
and Injury and for plea saith that the messuage Tenement and 
Orchard wherein the Trespass is Supposed is part of a greater 
dividend of thirteen hundred acres granted by Patent to Ger- 
vase Dodson the 13th of October 1653 and by the said Dodson 
for a valuable consideration then rec’ed sold to John Smith by a 
deed of Sale dated the 17th of August 1658 which deed Was 
acknowledged by James Pope Attorney of the abovesaid Ger- 
vase Dodson as by the record certified under the hand of Rich- 
ard Flint clerke of the afs’d Court appears Whereupon this 
def’t. enterd the 20th day of May Anno Dom. 1687 and Con- 
tinues his possession thereof as Son and heir of the afs’d John 
Smith which he hopes being ready to prove was Lawful for 
him to doe and that without that he is not guilty of the Trespasse 
alledged against him and for further plea saith that the said 
John Smith his father never acknowledged any Sale of the 
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Lande in Question to Mr. Hugh Dowding nor had any con- 
sideration for the same as by the plt. is alledged and as to 
what the plt. alleges as he Seems for his advantage that the deft. 
the 25th day of May 1664 Petitioned an Escheat of Six hundred 
acres that was not part of the said dividend of 1300 acres and 
admit it had it cannot prejudice this deft. being then an infant 
of the age of four years and about six months but this def’t. pre- 
sumes the said Escheat of the said Six hundred acres was made 
by those who designed to have the use and the benefit thereof 
till this def’t came to age which was almost seventeen years but 
admitting this def’t had been of full age at the time of the said 
Escheat and it had been the Land in Question was soe Escheated 
this deft. humbly conceives he may be remitted to his better 
Title so that notwithstanding the said Escheat he now is En 
Son primeur Estate or En son meleor droit for the first and 
most ancient Title is the most Sure and most worthy Quod 
prius Est Vernis Est quod prius Est Tempore potius Est Jure 
Co. on Lit 347 and in as much as the plt. Seems to alledge that 
the deft. Francis Dade cannot be son and heir to John Smith 
tis answered he may in as much as he can prove himself eldest 
Son to the said John Smith for although the person and place 
cannot be changed their names may for if a man be baptized by 
the name of Thomas and his name of Confirmation John he may 
Purchase by his confirmation name and this was the case of 
Sir Francis Gawdy chief Justice of the Commori pleas but to 
come nearer all purchases are generally good by a knowne or 
reputed Sirname or name of Baptism or by a Certain descrip- 
tion of the person without either Sirname or name of Baptism 
as an oman Covert may purchase by the name of uxori J. S. or 
primo genito J. S. Co. on Lit fo 3d Co. Rep. 6th part Sir 
Moyle Finches case so that the deft. appearing to be the only 
Son of John Smith which was the fathers name of purchase if 
his name were Francis Dade it shall not barr this defendant. 
And as Touching the acknowledgment made by this def’ts. 
mother Mrs. Behethland Gilson that cannot be any barr to 
this defend’ts. Title to the Lands in Question in as much as 
She is not made a party to the pretended Sale from Smith to 
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Dowden and if she had been a party to the said deed it would 
amount to no more than a Conveyance of her third part for 
her life besides her acknowledgment is by Att’y being then 
under coverture contrary to an act made at James City the 
21st of Sep’t. 1674. and this def’t. for further plea Saith that 
in all the time the said Hugh Dowden lived was in the Infancie 
of this def’t. and when the said Rich’d Dowdie made Claim to 
the said Land if any such Claime were made as the plt. alledges 
about 8 or 9 years the same cannot conclude this def’ts. title by 
the said act intitled 5 years possession there being Sundry Pres- 
idents to the Contrary in Case this def’t. had Lapst his Time by 
the said act and this def’t. for further plea saith that As to the 
possession of the said Anne Sims she held the same by your 
petitioners Permission in favour to her poverty and age and 
to the acknowledgment made by this def’ts. said mother which 
this def’t. was unwilling to invalidate or make void this def’t. 
coming to a plentiful Estate but after this def’t. was informed 
the plt. had Escheated the Lands in Question being willing 
rather to gain a peaceable possession than to Wage Law with 
the plt. Knowing the said Mrs. Sims to be mighty ancient and 
infirm took a Lease from her of the Lands in Question for her 
life whereby he gained his possession and hopes he may re- 
mitted to his better Title as heir to his said father John Smith 
and for further plea Saith that admitting the possession of 
Hugh Dowding Richard Dowding and Anne Sims to be one 
Entire possession by the plts. own shewing it is Two months 
Short of Thirty one years which availeth nothing to the plts. 
advantage and admit it were full 31 years yet the def’t. is not 
barred from his Title being but Twenty nine years of age the 
Seventh of November next by the Stat of 21st of King James 
and for further plea saith that the plt. had no occasion to 
Insist upon the Circumstances Specified in the Stat. of the 27th 
of King Henry the 8th Cap. 16. Touching Bargains and Sales 
of Land Pursuant to the said Statute for that this def’t. humbly 
conceives himself not within the said Statute having noe occa- 
sion thereof to corroborate his Title thereby, in as much as 
before the said act of assembly to Impower Femes Covert to 
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make acknowledgment of Land no other observation is made 
upon a Bargain and Sale for conveying of Lande from one to 
another more than that the same be acknowledged in the Gen- 
eral Court or County Court where the Land Lies by the Vendor 
to the Vendee which acknowledgment made to Smith was Pur- 
suant thereunto as appears by the said act which Cannot be 
alledged Expost facto for that the Law as by the said act 
appears was the same before the making the said act or the 
said conveyance from Dodson to Smith whereas tis objected by 
the plt. that the said Lands were acknowledged in Northumber- 
land County where its said to be in Westmorland County at the 
time of the Sale from Dodson to Smith this def’t. conceives the 
said acknowledgment from Dodson to Smith to be good and 
valid in Law inasmuch as the said County of Westmorland 
was but newly divided and Seperated from Northumberland 
and tis possible no Court held or records kept at that time for 
Westmorland County and admit there were Courts then held 
the acknowledgment in Northumberland was good being the 
Lande Sold are said to be in Northumberland as well as West- 
morland County but admitting of Dowdings possession to have 
gained a Title and that for want of heirs to Richard Dowding 
the Lands in Question could Escheat yet this def’t. does not 
Conceive this grant to the plt. to be valid in Law inasmuch as 
my Lord Culpepper was dead before the same was made and 
inasmuch as the said Grant is not pursuant to the Statute made 
the 18th yeare of King Henry the Sixth which said Statute 
provides that no Land shall be granted before the Kings Title 
thereunto be found by Inquisition nor within a monthe after by 
all which it appears the plt. has noe Title to the Land in Ques- 
tion and therefore craves Judgment and to be dismissed with 
Costs. 

Judgm’t.—Wherein it is the Judgment of this Court that 
Dodsons deed to Smith And Smiths to Dowdy are good in Law 
considering the time wherein they were made and that the Cause 
be referred till the next Court for William Fitzhugh to Prove 
his Title. 
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Ranging Prohibited—Whereas the Proprietors of this North- 
ern Neck have by Coll. Philip Ludwell their Agent and Attorney 
Prohibited all Pens to be made in the woods under pretensions of 
Catching wild horses as also all Rangers to say those that make 
it their business to Range for wild horses Etc. Whereby it 
appears by the said Prohibition put upon Record divers incon- 
veniences and prejudices happen to several of the honest In- 
habitants as therein doth fully appear and hath been also sub- 
mitted the order and direction for Rangers wholly to the Con- 
sideration and discretion of this Court the Court doth there- 
fore concur therein and accordingly order that all Rangers from 
henceforth do cease their said Ranging Let their pretensions be 
from whence they will also that they desist from making any 
more pens in the woods remote from habitation under pretense 
of Catching wild horses and that those that are already made 
be with the first Conveniency Throwne down and demolished. 
That for the future whoever has any pretensions or Claim to wild 
horses Etc. doe first make application to this Court for an al- 
lowance for the same that the Court may have their Reasons 
and pretensions therein and order as shall be most Just for them 
and convenient to the rest of the Inhabitants and it is further 
ordered that this order be publickly read at the beginning of 
Each Court for their County. 

At a Court held for the County of Stafford Sept. 9, 1690. 

Present: Coll. Wm. Fitzhugh 
Mr. Samuel Hayward Capt. George Mason 
Mr. John Withers Mr. Edward Thomason 


Mr. William Buckner Mr. Math. Thompson 
Justices 


Probate of Elkins Will—Richard Elkin the son of Ralph 
Elkin Late of this County dec’ed made humble petition to this 
Court for a Probate of the Last Will and Testament of his 
aforesaid father dec’ed he being Execr. appointed in the said 
Will which unto him is granted. Therefore tis ordered that 
the said Richard Elkin the Son of Ralph Elkin dec’ed as afore- 
said shall have probate granted him of the afsd. Last Will and 
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Testament of his dec’ed father he having fully proved the same 
by the Oaths & Testimonies of Stephen Gardner and George 
Lodge, Witnesses to the said Will. Subscribed & George Lodge 
and John Hawkins became Security with the afsd. Richard 
Elkin to pform the Will of his father Ralph Elkin dec’ed and 
Enterd into bond accordingly. Appraisrs. Ordered that George 
Lodge, Joseph Sumner and John Grigsby shall upon the 26th 
of this Instant appraise the Estate of Ralph Elkin dec’ed and 
that Coll. William Fitzhugh Swear them accordingly. 


Ashton Estate to be appraised—Ordered that the whole re- 
mainder of Major James Ashton’s Estate shall be appraised 
between this and the next Court by Doct. Edward Maddocks, 
Joseph Sumner and Robert Alexander or any two of them viz. 
horses, hogs and other goods which are now in the hands of John 
Hawkin and that Mr. William Buckner Swear them accordingly 
also it is further ordered that the said Estate soe appraised shall 
be left in the Custody of the said John Hawkin that he may 
have the advantage of the appraisements of the said Estate 
provided he brings in the accompt of the said Estate so ap- 
praised with good and Sufficient Security and enter into Bond 
accordingly at the next Court to render the Value of the said 
Estate to the Execrs. in Trust of Major James Ashton dec’ed 
Provided that the former Inventory of Major James Ashton is 
not Capable of paying his debts also ordered that Mr. Wm. 
Buckner shall swear the appraisers accordingly. 


Brent’s Motion to the Court—Capt. George Brent in behalf 
of his son George Brent who had a Legacy given him in the 
Last Will of Thomas Odeneal late of this County dec’ed made 
a petition to this Court that whereas Anne the wife of Thomas 
Odeneal afsd. being nominated and appointed one of the Exec- 
utors in the said Last Will and Testament did Voluntarily come 
into Court and relinquish her part of the said Executorship and 
foreasmuch as Henry Coldstream the other Executor in the said 
will nominated and appointed came into Court and prayed admn. 
of the said Will Cum Testamento Annexo which was accord- 
ingly granted. Therefore the said Capt. George Brent in behalf 
of his son as afsd. humbly prayed the Court that the Said Will 
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might be fully proved by the Oaths and Testimonies of the wit- 
nesses to the Said Will Subscribed according to Law which was 
accordingly done by the Oath of Mr. Samuel Hayward one of 
the Witnesses thereunto Subscribed and whereas William Todd 
one of the witnesses thereunto did not appear at this Court it 
is further ordered by this Court that the Sherif shall Summons 
him the said William Todd to the next Court to give in his 
Evidence as afsd. and forasmuch as it appears to this Court that 
John Basford who did then write the Said Will and Testament as 
afsd. and being the other witness thereunto. Subscribed hath 
absented himself and is gone out of this Countrey so that he 
cannot appear at this Court to give in his Evidence according to 
Law but considering that the said John Basford did for some 
Considerable Time officiate in the office of a Deputy clerk to this 
Worshipful Court and for that very reason the Court doth ac- 
cordingly adjudge and accord that having well veiwed the Said 
Will and finding it to be Basford hand as likewise that he was 
alsoe Witness thereunto do therefore order that the Clerke shall 
accordingly Enter it upon the Records of this County according 
to the afsd. Capt. George Brent’s motion to the Court herein. 


Highways to be Cleared—The Court taking into consideration 
the great Necessity of having good Roads in this County where- 
by their Majesties Subjects may have free and safe Passage 
about their occasions which by act of assembly is Enjoyned to 
be forty foot wide and whereas by our Remissnesse in perform- 
ing the said act the grand jury for the whole Body of the 
Colony and Dominion of Virga. have formerly prevented this 
our County for not keeping and clearing according to Law 
whereupon an order of the General Court passed the 20th of 
April Anno 1688 for putting the said Laws into due Execution 
in Obedience whereunto and for the freer and safer Passage of 
their Majesties Subjects as afsd. it is ordered that Coll. William 
Fitzhugh, Mr. John Withers, Mr. William Buckner and Mr. 
William Bunbury (he in the Room of Ralph Elkin which is 
dead) be Surveyors of the highways for Lower parish precincts 
and that Mr. John Waugh, Joseph Newton, Capt. George Mason, 
Mr. Edward Thomason, Capt. George Brent, Mr. Richard 
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Gibson and Mr. Robert Colson be Surveyors of the highways of 
the upper parish precincts also it is further ordered that Mr. 
Martin Scarlet be Surveyor from the head of Oquoquon to 
Neapsco that they take care of clearing highways according to 
the order of the general Court within their precincts and be- 
cause the Said Roadways bridges and Swamps may be the bet- 
ter and more Expeditiously cleared made good and repaired it 
is therefore ordered that the said Surveyors may make choice 
of and appoint such persons as they shall think fit to be overseer 
in their respective places and precincts who are hereby author- 
ized to Sumons and warne the Inhabitants everyone according 
to the number of Tythables he hath in his family to send men 
upon the first of October next and other daies they shall appoint 
to helpe them to clear the waies or making or repairing the 
bridges according to the afsd. act and if the said Surveyors shall 
neglect to appoint Overseers the overseers to Sumon and 
warne the Inhabitants the Inhabitants to send help according 
to the said Summons the said Surveyor overseer or person 
Summoned shall pay such penalty or penaltys as the Court 
shall think fit and that the said Roads be Cleared bridges made 
and repaired by the Twentieth day of October next at farthest 
and the overseers are hereby Strictly required to cause psons 
delinquent to be Summoned to the next Court to answer their 
Contempt of this said order and to be Proceeded against accord- 


ingly. 

Darrell v. Maddocks—Sampson Darrell who married the 
sole daughter now living of Capt. John Norgrave Petitioned this 
Court for a Cow and Signet of Arms which was left by the will 
of the said Capt. John Norgrave to one or either of his children 
according as his Execrx. appointed in his said will should see fit 
to bestow as appears more fully by the said will here in Court 
produced and forasmuch as the said Sampson Darrell com- 
plains that Frances the widow and Execrx. appointed in the 
said Capt. John Norgrave’s will doth as yet unjustly keep and 
detaine from him one Cow and Signet of Arms as afsd. in right 
of Margaret his wife as afsd. Therefore humbly prayes that 
Dr. Edward Maddocks who intermarried with Frances the 
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Execrx. of the afsd. Capt. John Norgrave may be ordered by 
this Court to deliver the Cow and Signet of Arms as afsd. 


Plea—And the said Dr. Edward Maddocks comes into Court 
and proves that the said Signet of Arms was disposed of by 
Frances his wife and Execrx. as afsd. according to the Tenor of 
the will of Capt. John Norgrave dec’ed as aforesaid. 


Judgmt.—[“One good able Cow to be delivered to the afsd. 
Sampson Darrell”.] 


Fitzhugh v. Dade 11th Plea—Wm. Fitzhugh in plea of Tres- 
pass on June the 11th 1690 Etc. To which the said Dade comes 
in and Justifies as by his plea brought into Court in writing by 
Gerrard Lowther his attorney appears for that his father had a 
right and had not Legally departed from the Same which said 
deed of Dodsons to Dades father Smith and the said Smith Deed 
to Dowdy under which the said Fitzhugh claims being duely 
considered and Maturely weighed by this Court they doe unani- 
mously adjudge both the said deeds good and Effectual consider- 
ing the times they were made in and therefore doth adjudge the 
said Dades Special Justification grounded upon his afsd. Title 
void in Law and doe accordingly order the Cause to be referred 
till the next Court for the said Wm. Fitzhugh to prove his Title. 


Fitzhugh v. Dade—Coll. Wm. Fitzhugh v. Francis Dade in 
a plea of Trespass from the 9th of July Anno 1690 upon im- 
parlence from the 9th of September Anno 1690 and now at this 
Court the said William Fitzhugh having made it appear that 
the said Claim of Dowdy was Extint and that the right apper- 
tained and belonged to the right honble. the Lord Culpepper 
who has by his grant the benefit of all Escheats in this Northern 
Neck of Virga. and did in this Court produce a deed from the 
said Culpepper granted by his said attorney Nicholas Spencer 
Esqr. dated the 20th of August 1688. Wherein it appearing that 
the said Land was granted to the said William Fitzhugh for a 
valueable Consideration and noe other right nor pretensions of 
right appearing. Therefore the Court doe adjudge the said 
Fitzhugh Title by the said deed good and the said Dade a Tres- 
passer and do order that the Sherif do forthwith deliver Pos- 
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session of the said messuage Tenement and the Lands thereto 
belonging to the said William Fitzhugh and that the said Francis 
Dade be immediately ejected from the same. Appeal. And 
Mr. Francis Dade not being content with the Judgment of the 
Court as afsd. doth appeal to the Sixth day of the General Court 
next then and there to be heard before the honble. Governour 
and Council of State at James City in Virginia. 


Security. And Mr. John Withers became Security with the 
afsd. Francis Dade to prosecute his appeals and Samuel Hay- 
ward with Coll. William Fitzhugh to answer the same. 


At a Court held for the County of Stafford September the 


10th 1690. 
Present: Coll. Wm. Fitzhugh 


Mr. Samuel Hayward Capt. George Mason 

Mr. John Withers Mr. Edward Thomason 

Mr. William Buckner Mr. Math. Thompson 
Justices 


Mason’s Will Prob.—Probate of the Last Will and Testa- 
ment of Edward Mason Late of this County dec’ed is granted 
to Margaret Mason his wife Execurx. of the said Will nominated 
and proved by the Oaths and Testimonies of Capt. George Ma- 
son and Capt. George Brent, Witnesses to the said Will Sub- 
scribed. 


Dade et uxor v. Derrick—Francis Dade and Frances his wife 
one of the daughters and Coheirs to Robert Townsend Late of 
this County dec’ed and John Washington as guardian and next 
friend to Mary Townsend another of the daughters and Coheir 
to the said Robert Townsend dec’ed Sheweth that Francis Town- 
send mother to the said Robert Townsend in her widowhood 
did the 7th day of February 1650 Procure a Pattent from Sr. 
William Berkley Knt. for Two thousand two hundred acres of 
Land then Scituate and Lying in Northumberland County and 
now called Stafford County within the Collony of Virginia 
which said Land did descend upon Robert Townsend her son 
and heir father to your Petrs. which said Robert Townsend dyed 
in the infancy of your Petrs. Seised and possessed of the said 
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Lands after whose decease the same of Right descends to your 
Petrs. either as grandaughters and coheirs to their grandmother 
Frances Townsend (mother to the said Robert their father) or 
as Coheirs to their said Father Robert Townsend But now soe 
it is Thomas Derrick Junr. hath for space of Six months Last 
past Entered into and wpon one Thousand acres of the said divi- 
dend of Land part whereof is knowne by the name of the Rich 
Neck and breaks up the said Land and cutts downe the Timber 
to your petitioners damage five thousand Pounds of Tobacco 
for which your Petrs. hath brought their action against the said 
Thomas Derrick and craves Judgment for the same with Costs 
of Suit as also their Majesties writ of habere Facias posses- 
sionem to put your petrs. in quiet possession thereof. 


Plea. And the said Thomas Derrick the deft. comes in and 
vouches Jeffrie Jeffries and John Jeffries the heirs and Execurs. 
of John Jeffries Late of Loudon Esqr. dec’ed to be his Land- 
lords and of whom and by vertue of whose power he was put 
into the before mentioned Premisses having Legally Rented and 
Leased the same from the said Jeffries Lawful attorney and 
prays Licence of Imparlance till the next Court to put in their 


plea and that he may then be discharged from this action, which 
Licence of Imparlance unto him is granted and that then their 
plea be not wanting. 


Gallahough v. Downing—James Gallahough and Mary his 
wife as daughter of William Russell by Gerrard Lowther their 
attorney complaining sheweth that Doctor Edmond Helder by 
his Last Will and Testament in writing did bequeath to your 
petrs. all his Cattle wth. their increase (some of them devised 
to Legatees named in the said Will only Excepted) and by the 
said will did appoint that your petr. Mary should Live with Wil- 
liam Downing and Mary his wife till the time of her marriage 
and that the said Mary did Intermarry with your petr. James 
Gallahough by and with the Consent of the said Wm. Downing 
and Mary his wife and that the said William Downing being 
named sole Exec. in the said Will did prove the same and ob- 
tained admn. thereupon and Possessed himself of the whole Per- 
sonal Estate of the said Edmond Helder as well Cattle as other 
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goods and Chattles and refuses and denies (although often 
thereunto requested) to deliver to your petr. the said Legacy 
devised to her as afsd. wherefore your petrs. hath brought their 
action against the said William Downing in the qualification 
afsd. for the said Legacy and Craves Judgment against him for 
the same. 


At a Court held for the County of Stafford October the 8th 
1690 
Present: Lieut. Coll. William Fitzhugh 
Mr. Samuel Hayward Mr. Mathew Thompson 


Capt. George Mason Mr. Edward Thomason 
Justices 


Order about Highways—Capt. George Brent who was ap- 
pointed by this Court one of the Surveyors of the highwayes 
in the upper parish of this County made a motion to this Court 
that he being appointed one of the Surveyors of the highways as 
afsd. That he is not fully Satisfied with his p’cincts and that the 
Inhabitants within his appointed precinct refuses to come into 
the repairing of the highwaies and bridges according to the 
Summons under a Specious pretence that the said Inhabitants 
are Summoned in by other Surveyors alsoe appointed and the 
Court taking the same into their mature consideration doe ac- 
cordingly order Therefore tis ordered that the vestry of the 
upper parish shall take in the Roads in their precincts unto 
their Consideration and appoint hands accordingly to the re- 
pairing of the bridges and clearing of the Roads according the 
Length of the ground and the Quality of the said Roads. 


Derrick Levy Free—Thomas Derrick Sen’r made an humble 
motion to this Court showing that he having been a long and 
antient Inhabiter in this County and now having attained to the 
age of about Sixty-three year so that his bodily Labour is now 
quite spent and is thereby rendered uncapable to get his Liveli- 
hood and doth therefore humbly pray your worships to dis- 
charge and fully Exempt and acquit your pet’r from paying any 
further Levy or publick dues which the Court having duely 
Maturely and Charitably Considered the same and finding the 
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said Thomas Derrick Sen’r to be old and unfit or uncapable of 
getting his Livelihood doe accordingly order. Therefore tis 
ordered that the said Thomas Derrick Sen’r shall after this 
year be fully and freely discharged and acquitted for paying 
any more Levies or publick dues. 


Calvert v. Tarkinton—George Calvert complains against 
John Tarkington in a plea of debt for that that is to say he 
stands indebted to the pet’r in the sum of fifteen hundred 
pounds of Tobacco and Cask due p bill under his hand and 
Seale bearing date the 25th day of July 1690 and that he the 
said Tarkington having Fugitively absented out of this County 
so that the Ordinarie Proceedings at Law could not be had 
against him Wherefore the plt. took an attachment against the 
said John Tarkinton Estate which being Served and duely re- 
turned according to Law he therefore prays Judgment against 
the said John Tarkingtons Estate so found & attached with costs 
of Suite. 


Judgm’t—And the said George Calvert having Justly made 
appeare his said debt to be due by the said bill here in Court pro- 


duced. Therefore tis ordered that the said George Calvert shall 
have Judgment for the sum of Eight hundred pounds of To- 
bacco against the Estate of the said John Tarkinton soe Attached 
with Costs alias Execution. 


Todd Oath—William Todd came into Court and made Oath 
upon the holy Evangeliste of Almighty God that he did see 
Thomas Odeneall Sign Seale and deliver the said Will here in 
Court Produced as his Last will and Testament being a witness 
to the said Will Subscribed. 


Thomasons Oath—Mr. Edward Thomason made Oath in 
this Court upon the holy Evangeliste of Almighty God that he 
did See Mr. Edward Mason Sign Seale and deliver the said 
Will here in Court produced as his last Will and Testament 
being a Witness to the said Will Subscribed. 


(To be continued) 
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DIARY OF COL. WILLIAM BOLLING 
of BOLLING HALL 


(Concluded ) 


OCTOBER, 1827 


20. Went to the Island, about 106 Bus. Wheat sown there. 
Returned to Wares to dinner where the whole of my Family 
were, also Mrs. Fleming, and Tarlton got up from the Rich- 
mond races just before we sat down. 

21. Sunday. 

22. Another Great Rain, which continued nearly all day. 

23. Sowing Wheat again suspended, the land being too wet. 
Carter’s Bridge, another arch of this ill-fated public work, gave 
way a few days ago, and was floated down the River by the 
swell occasioned by the Rain of the 22d; it passed down the 
Little River by my Island, and would have been acceptable 
had it stopped there. 

24. Went to Cartersville to buy some articles for Ann and 
her children; the wind and River being high, I left my horse 
on this side, dined with Ann, who seemed pleased with the 
goods I bought for her; returned home in the evening. 

25. Resumed ploughing and sowing Wheat in the dryest 
spots I could find in my fields, but which would have been 
deemed too wet if we had not already lost so much time by the 
Rains. Mrs. Faulcon,®4 Mrs. Pool, and Miss Parke Carter,** 





51The traditional “three brothers” were real in the case of the Faulcon 
family. They settled in Surry County early in the Eighteenth Century. 
Dr. John N. Faulcon, son of John Faulcon, Clerk of Surry County, 
married Louisiana Barraud, daughter of Gen. John H. Cocke. (Va. 
Mag. of Hist. & Biog., Vol. XXXIV, p. 228). 

52“Corotoman”, Lancaster County, Va., was inherited by George Car- 
ter, the second son of Charles Carter of “Shirley”. He married Lelia, 
daughter of Sir Peyton Skipwith, and had by her two children. 1. Dr. 
Charles Carter married and had one daughter, Parke Carter, who died 
unmarried and left “Corotoman” to her aunt Mrs. Cabell. The second 
child, Mary Walker Carter, married Joseph C. Cabell of “Edgewood” 
and died without issue. She sold “Corotoman”. (Va. Mag. of Hist. & 
Biog., Vol. XXXVI, p. 366). 
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escorted by John H. Cocke,®* the General’s son, arrived from 
Bremo. 


26. They left us. Ann sent to inform us of the illness 
of her little boy. My wife went to see him. Thomas returned 
from Richmond. Shoes and Cloaths. 


I remained at home busily engaged in issuing Shoes, Blankets, 
Cloaths, etc., to my Negroes, at the Island, Pocahontas and here. 

27. Sent for Dr. Vaughan and accompanied him, also my 
Family, to see my little grandson; better today and we returned 
in the evening. 


28. I intended to have gone to General Cocke’s today 
on my way to the Agricultural Fair at Charlottesville next week, 
but was disappointed by an early message from Ann informing 
us her child was very ill again last night. Sent again for Dr. 
V. My wife and Jane went up after an early breakfast, and I 
after an early dinner; returned at night leaving them there. 
Swapt two Mares with Mr. Weisiger. 


29. Set off in my carriage with Miss Hull and Mary Harri- 
son. Left the former at Ann’s and took in Jane and proceeded 
to Cartersville to carry them to the dancing school. Bought 
various articles there for my Family; returned via Wares and 
brought my wife and Miss Hull home in the evening. 


30. Again disappointed in my trip to Charlottesville by 
another message from Ann; her child very sick, and finally 
declined going, and wrote to Mr. Garrett. We went up to 
Wares; the child better, but sent for Dr. Kean; I returned 
in the evening leaving my wife there. John H. Cocke, Jr., 
dined with Thomas on his return from Richmond. 


31. Wheat, finished the Bridge field in which was sown 
Bushells of Beardless Wheat. Went to the Island; Brooks has 
sown 150 Bushells, but still a good deal to do; came to Wares 
to dinner; Junius much better. My wife returned home. 





53Gen. John Hartwell Cocke (1776-1816) of “Bremo” was the son of 
John Hartwell, the son of Hartwell, the son of Richard. He married 
Dec. 25, 1802, Ann Blaus Barraud and had among other children John 
Hartwell Cocke, b. Jan. 25, 1804. (Va. Mag. of Hist. & Biog., Vol. 
V, p. 781). 
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OCTOBER 


Frost the first that shewed its effects upon the vines, etc., in 
the Garden, bit Tobacco suckers in the lowest part of the low 
grounds, but those on the hill and highland remained green, 
on the 27th. 

The month has been unfavourable for sowing Wheat, the 
repeated rains having arrested us several days, and afterwards 
retarded by spotting about in the dryest parts. I this day, 31, 
swaped two mares with Mr. Weisiger, giving him my Iron 
Grey raised by myself, 9 years old, a small bay filly, also 
raised here, and $60 for a fine black mare six years old in foal, 
and the Roan Filly I gave Ann when a colt, also in foal by Gen- 
eral Cocke’s old Roebuck. 


NOVEMBER, 1827. 


Snow 18. 
1. Wheat, Commenced by Low Ground Field of 100 acres, 


an evidence of my backwardness. Went in my carriage to Car- 
tersville, intending to have dined and spent the night at Clifton, 
and brought the Girls home from the dancing school tomorrow, 
but after getting there found that Mr. and Mrs. Harrison and 
Lucy had come here. I went by Liberty Meeting House, and 
they came the other road, and we missed each other, very much 
to my regret. I therefore dined at the Tavern, and brought the 
Girls home in the evening. 

2. They left us. I sent the Cart to Ann with various articles 
and devoted the day to superintending my Farms. 

3. Hoggs. Got up those to fatten here and at Pocahontas in 
part, some of them yet to collect from the woods and neighbours, 
turned out to shoot patridges with Thomas for the first time 
this season, but the day being very warm, we soon returned. 

4. Meeting at Beaver Dam Church. Messrs. Cook*®* of 
Hanover and Lee attended, the former preached an excellent 





54Rev. Mr. Cook was the minister of St. Paul’s Parish, Hanover, 1825- 
1834). (Meade I, 421-2). 
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sermon from John 1 :29, the latter delivered an animated exorta- 
tion, after which Mr. C. administered the Sacrement, of which 
my wife partook for the first time; took a snack on the road as 
we returned, and got home about sunsett. 

5. 6. Proceeded in sowing Wheat, in our wettest land much 
too wet, but afraid to wait longer for it to dry. Mr. and Mrs. 
Harrison, Lucy, Virginia, and Lucy’s beau, Nelson Page,®® dined 
here at % after 1 o'clock and went on to Clifton in the evening. 

7. Sent my carriage for Ann, who came in the evening. 


8. Mrs. Jane Randolph (Randolph Harrison’s daughter), 
her children, Eston and Polly, Lucy and Nancy Harrison came 
to dinner, and we all went to the funeral of Mrs. Gay at Fair- 
field in the evening. The sermon by Mr. Lee, who, with his wife, 
lately Miss Chilton®® of Loudoun, whom he married the 25th 
ulto., and the rest of our company above mentioned, returned 
and staid all night. 

9. At my return from my Agricultural Circuit (Mr. and 
Mrs. Lee having left us) found John Pendleton here. 


10. Our company all left us. Mary and Albert went home 
with Lucy ; I went to the Island, and on my return held a War- 
rant Court at the Grocery. Heard this day of the death of my 
old and intimate friend Major M. M. Payne,* of the U. S. 
Artillery, he has been stationed at Augusta and in Georgia 
where he had the command of the Post for several years, was a 
most worthy and amiable man, and an excellent officer. 

11. Sunday.—12. Continued sowing Wheat, our only 
occupation. 





* This report proved false. 

55 Nelson Page (Nov. 8, 1801—Nov. 1850) son of Major Carter Page 
and his second wife Lucy, daughter of Gov. Thomas Nelson, of York- 
town. He resided at the Fork and married in March, 1828, Lucia, daugh- 
ter of Randolph Harrison, of Clifton. (Page Book, p. 109.) 

56 Miss Mary Chilton, the wife of Mr. Lee, was the daughter of 
William Chilton, of Warrenton, Va. and Sarah, daughter of Col. Levin 
Powell. (Fauquier Bulletin, p. 329). For a detailed account of her 
husband, the Rev. William Fitzhugh Lee, see Moore’s Henrico Parish, 
pp. 37-40. Mr. Lee had before coming to St. John’s, Richmond, revived 
the foundations of the Church in Goochland, Powhatan, Amelia and 
Chesterfield. 
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Finished sowing wheat at Pocahontas; Bearded 88 bushells, 
Mexican 125. Rode to the Court House expecting some Let- 
ters to answer, but did not receive one. 

13. Finished opening Water Furrows at Pocahontas. 

14. Brought my Ploughs, Carts and Hands from P. to as- 
sist us here. Part of my Family dined at Ben Lomond ; I walked 
there, killed a few birds on my way. In the evening I set of 
simultaneously with the carriage, walked home in 49 minutes, 
and the carriage drove around in 59. 

15. Mr. and Mrs. Woodson Payne, James Logan and De- 
borah Couch dined with us. 

16. Mr. Harrison came to dinner on his way to Richmond. 
Thos. went to Clifton the 14th, and brought his sister Mary 
home in Mr. H.’s gig. 

17. Mr. H. left us. My Family all dined at Dungeoness, 
having stoped a plough to man both the Coach and Phaeton ; on 
my way I stoped at the Grocery and bought a young Negro 
man (Moses) for $387.50, the property of Sawney Fowler, 
sold under a Deed of Trust or Bill of Sale for Th. Binford’s 
benefit. 

18. Snow, Hail and Rain, but little of the latter; the Snow 
covered the ground about 1% inches at night. 

19. Prevented from attending Court by getting my foot 
scalded yesterday morning. William poured the water from 
the Tea Kettle on my foot instead of the Tea Pot. 

20. Mr. Smith, who cleaned my clock some years ago, came 
last evening with a younger brother, and cleaned it again. We 
traded for two of his Yankee watches. I gave him one only 
worth its silver case and $10 for one, and an old chain for 
another. Dr. Vaughan called to make arrangements through 
the Bank to pay me and his other Creditors, which on certain 
conditions I assented to. 

21. Sowing Wheat finished. At this place the quantity 397 
bus., and which but for the aid from P. since the 14th would 
have thrown us into the month of December to have accom- 
plished. 
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Sent my carriage to Ben Lomond for my Friends Deborah 
and Margaret Couch, their neice Adeline Margaret Couch, and 
their little “Pet” nephew, Edmund Austin Crenshaw, the infant 
of their deceased sister Mary, the child being sick, only De- 
borah and Adeline Margaret came. 

22. All hands engaged in cutting drains and opening water 
furrows in my Wheat field, turned out my plough Horses to 
rest a few days after their severe tour in the wheat field. Crib- 
ing corn at Pocahontas. 

23. Mr. Harrison called and took a snack on his way home 
from Richmond. Margaret Couch and her little “Pet” came in 
Dr. Watkins’s carriage. Deborah went in it to Dr. Wharton’s 
to dinner, and returned in the evening. Walter Coles, Jr. spent 
the day with Thomas. 

23. 24. 25. Spent sociably and agreeably with my good 
and well informed friends, Margaret and Deborah Couch, 
Ploughing Tobacco Lott commenced at Pocahontas the 23d. 


26. They left us in my carriage for Dungeoness. 

27. My wife, Anne, Mr. W. and children went to South 
East. 

28. Sent my Waggon to Watkin’s Tan Yard for my 
Leather which he tanned from my Hides, and received 14 sides 
upper, 12 of Soul Leather, and 5 Horse hides. 

29. Rain, commenced about breakfast, and continued mod 
erately through the day, in the night a greater quantity, which 
was acceptable. Colonel Jordan, an old Revolutionary officer, 
and for many years Sergeant at Arms to the House of Delegates, 
came in from the Rain, dined, and staid all night; left us next 
morning. 

30. Struck Tobacco, the first this season. Wm. Randolph 
and all his family came to dinner on their way to Brandon to 
visit Mrs. Polly, late Miss Polly Harrison. 


NOVEMBER 


This month has been favourable for sowing Wheat to those 
who like myself were late, tho’ not so much so to its coming up, 
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it being generally cold and lately dry. The leaves on Lombardy 
Poplar and other Trees remained green till the 1st week of this 


month. 


DECEMBER, 1827. 
Snow 22. Rain 8, 10, 22. 


1. Saturday. Wm. Randolph and wife, having enlisted 
Thomas for their trip to Brandon, they left us in the morning, 
and in the evening my wife and the party who went to the South 
East on Tuesday last returned, having dined at Albert Royal’s.*” 

2. My wife, Jane, Mary Harrison and myself went to meet- 
ing at Goochland Court House, and heard an eloquent sermon by 
Mr. Lee. On our return to dinner found Mr. Randolph Har- 
rison here. 

3. Mr. Harrison went to Richmond to attend the meeting 
of the Legislature (not as a member) to oppose the Cartersville 
Bridge Company, who are about to petition for aid to rebuild 
the Bridge. Commenced Ploughing my Prize House Tobacco 
Lott. Ann and Family left us. 

4. Went to Wm. Salmon’s partly on my own and partly on 
Mr. Harrison’s business, having promised to collect the senti- 
ment of the neighbours relative to the said Petition. 

5. Cribing Corn. Finished here, and commenced making 
shelter for cattle, steers, mares and colts. 

6, 7. Struck Tobacco, a small quantity the 6, and a large 
quantity on the 7, the weather having been mild for several days, 
and the two last Foggy ; went to Martin Key’s on Mr. Harrison’s 
business, thence to Nat Smith’s Shop, thence to the Island where 
I had not been since my foot was scalded, thence to my Tobacco 
Houses at Wares where Brooks and his hands were striking. 
Dined with Ann, and returned in the evening. 

8. Rain, moderately in the night. Meriwether Vaughan 
came with his Father. Note in Bank to be discounted 5000$ 





57 James Powell Cocke and Mary Magdaline Chastain, his wife, had 
a son Chastain Cocke who married Judith Archer. Their daughter 
Elizabeth Cocke married John Royall and they had an only son Albert 
Royall. (Va. Mag. XXXV, 83). 
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with R. W. Pleasants,°? Tar W. Pleasants,5® Th. S. Pleasants,*° 
Dr. Kean,*! Dr. Curd,*? and myself indorsers with a Deed of 
Trust on half his Land and upwards of 30 Negroes to secure 
us. Albert returned from a trip of a fortnight to Richmond, 
etc., where he went to buy his winter supplies, a handsome great 
coat, hatt, boots, 2 pr. pantaloons and waistcoat, with him came 
Mr. Mewburn and his son William. 


9. Mr. M. and Wm. left us. Mr. Weisiger dined with us. 
Sunday. Forwarded letters to Mr. Harrison and Bryce, rela- 
tive to the contest between him and the Cartersville Bridge 
Company. 

10. Finished Striking my Crop of Tobacco, except our last 
cutting not sufficiently cured. Rain. Burnt chimneys in the 
evening. Frank Logan commenced his work of pillaring my 
new Tobacco Houses. 

11. Spent the day with Henry Dandridge at Dungeoness, 
confined the last fortnight by a hurt in the hip from a fall out 


of his gig, and still on crutches. Call at Ben Lomond to see the 
Ladies. 


12. Striping Tobacco, commenced here on some caught in 
the Rain of the 10th. 





58 Robert W. Pleasants was the son of Isaac Webster Pleasants of 
‘Pleasant’s Green,’ Goochland County, and Jane, daughter of John Pleas- 
ants, and grandson of Robert Pleasants and Susannah Webster. He 
married on Aug. 29, 1820, Mary P., eldest daughter of John L. Harris. 
He was appointed on April 24, 1829, to the Committee of Correspondence 
of Goochland County to consider political disfranchisement. (Valentine 
Papers). 

59 Tarleton W. Pleasants was the son of James Pleasants, of “Con- 
tention,” Goochland County, and Ann Randolph, his wife, and the grand- 
son of John Pleasants of ‘Picquenocque’ and Susannah Woodson, his 
wife. He married three times: Sarah Pleasants, J. Crew and Margaret 
W. Pleasants. (Valentine Papers). 

60 Thomas S. Pleasants was the son of Thomas Pleasants and Elizabeth 
Brooke, his wife. He married Elizabeth T. Pleasants, a daughter of Jacob 
and Sarah Pleasants. (Valentine Papers). 

61 Dr. Kean was probably Dr. Julian Kean, of Louisa County, as in 
1837 he is named as a legatee and also as one of the executors in the will 
of Elizabeth Bacon of that County. (Valentine Papers). 

62 Dr. Thomas Curd (b. Jan. 25, 1786) was the son of Jo. Curd and 
Ann Underwood, his wife. (Douglas Register, 183). 
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13. Hoggs. Killed 21 fattened here weighing 3080, and 24 
from P. weighing 2767. The weather very suitable for the job. 

14. Miss Hull’s School closed for the year. Her Scholars 
passed with great credit to themselves and her, a strict examina- 
tion in Grammar, History, Geography, Arithmetic, Reading, 
Parsing, Spelling and Writing. 

15. Miss Hull having received the ballance of her year’s 
salary went to Dover in Thos. Harrison’s carriage with his 
daughter Mary. I left home before Sunrise, breakfasted with 
Wm. Salmon whose eldest daughter died last night, went to 
Cartersville where I met Th. Binford, and consumated my pur- 
chase of Moses (see Nov. 17), which Salmon has been Manuver- 
ing to get from me; returned by the Island to Salmon’s to din- 
ner, and on my return found Ann and her family here, having 
sent my carriage for them. 

16. Mr. Weisiger went to Richmond. Wm. Miller son of 
Thos. dined here. 

17. Went to Court, and transacted a great deal of private 
business, and what is remarkable collected $237.86 cents—$140 
of which was an Execution against A. Bryce®* on his Bonds to 
me due in October, 1821, and which I could not collect without 
a suit, and is the first instance of my life of having one executed 
on the property of any one, he however paid the Sheriff without 
a sale. 

18. Engaged in the first of the day in domestic concerns. 
I took my Agricultural Tour after dinner, which occasionally 
I do at an unusual hour, and as is apt in such circumstances to be 
the case, found neither of my overseers with their people. 
Thomas returned from his visit to Brandon, Petersburg, etc. 

19. Spent the day at Dr. Vaughan’s, and had a settlement 
of our accounts which has not taken place between us since Ist 
January, 1821, when the ballance in my favour was $1480, today 





63 Archibald Bryce and Mary Michel, his wife, had a daughter, Char- 
lotte Bryce who married on Sept. 6, 1804, Alexander Spotswood Payne. 
bin. | ii ge “New reve be Ne 2g rage jo and lived there until 

when they removed to Ivy Creek near nchburg. (Va. Mag. 
XXIV, 222). " P ae. thyme 





38 VIRGINIA HISTORICAL MAGAZINE 


after receiving $500 their now remains a ballance of $1414, for 
which he executed his Bond. 

20. Plantpatch, commenced burning the first at this place. 

21. Sowed the above, and commenced one at Pocahontas. 

Hoggs, received 24 from the Island weighing 2675, average 
111, commenced getting wood for Christmas. 

22. Snow, commenced after breakfast, preceded by some 
Rain and Hail in the night. Brooks came down to attend to the 
Fat, having assisted by Hicks, cut out and salted them yesterday. 

23. Herbert James and T. Pemberton dined here. 

24. Had I ox team from the Island and one from Pocahontas 
in addition to my own to assist in hauling Christmas wood, sowed 
the Plantpatch at P. which was burnt last week. Frederick 
Hicks moved away from there has got no business. Mr. Archd. 
Harrison and Family came to dinner on their way to Clifton. 
Mrs. H. a very fine woman. 

25. They left us. We had no Company, but all our Family 
were together, and in good health, my Brother was with us. 

26, 27, 28. Holidays. No visits or visitors, a long spell of 
cloudy weather, but one fair day in the last ten, and no rain till 
the 27, between that and the 28 a great deal fell, 28 clear and 
pleasant. Ann and her family returned home. 

29. Resumed operations on my Farms. Have to re-do sev- 
eral things half-done at first, which is a habit with Jones, and to 
do several jobs neglected by Hicks before his removal from P. 

30. Sunday. A. Harrison called, eat a snack at 10 o'clock, 
and went home. 

31. Went to the Island, employed in clearing the Little 
River Bank lower field, sent my horse round to T. Fleming’s 
landing, crossed over there and dined at his house with my 
Family, Mrs. Payne, Henry Dandridge and James Logan, Mrs. 
Cotton®* and Mary Fleming there; called at Wares on our way 
home. 





64 Mrs. Cottom was probably the wife of the Mr. Cottom who on Nov. 
27, 1803, advertised in the Fredericksburg Gazette a Circulating Library 
under the name of Cottom and Stewart (Va. Mag. XIII, 433) and who 
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DECEMBER 
The general Observations of the year now passed are, first, 
its being unusually Healthy thro’out this state and indeed the 
-U. S., no yellow fever heard of except at New Orleans where 
it appeared late and not violent. My own Family participated 
greatly in this blessing, my wife excepted, who had two or three 
attacks more constitutional than produced by the season. Dr. 
Watkins Family, G. Woodson Payne and George Picketts®® 
(as usual) suffered severely. 2dly. The great abundance of 
Fruit of all kinds of which we had been deprived by late frosts 
for 2 or 3 previous years. 
The Corn Crop more abundant than the last. Price in Rich- 
mond from $2 to $3, at which latter price I sold all mine, 
Barrells, except one load sent to Richmond at $2.50. 


The Wheat Crop also more abundant and of better quality 
than the last. The Market opened at 85 cents for red and 90 
for white. I sold the whole of mine at 90 cents; it fell after- 
wards to 75 and 80, and during the cold weather in November, 
the New York Canal being froze and expected to remain so, it 
rose for a few days to One Dollar, which soon gave way to the 
mild weather, which continued all this month. 

Tobacco sold better than the last crop, in the general, tho’ 
some got less, the price being from $4 to 13, one Hhd. got to 
$19.55, my own crop sold better than I ever did before (except 
the year after the War) bringing me an average of nearly $9. 
(Statement in Vol. 1.) 





under the same name wrote to the Governor from Alexandria, Va., Dec. 
31, 1800, proposing to supply the requisite number of copies of the 
Militia Laws to be furnished by the Governor to the Militia officers of 
the State and others. (Calendar State Papers, IX, 194). 

65 In a deed dated Chesterfield County, Sept. 8, 1785, Brett Randolph 
and Ann Meade Randolph, his wife, convey for the consideration of £100 
to George Pickett and Charles Haskins of the City of Richmond, an un- 
divided moiety of the lands on which stands Warwick Warehouse, earlier 
known as Rocketts. (Valentine Papers, III, 1330). 

Many years later, in 1864, Woodville, near Bolling Hall, Goochland 
County, a refugee camp as it may be called, was owned by Mrs. Harriett 
Randolph Pickett, the widow of John Pickett who had a small son named 
George Pickett. (Article by Judge Daniel Grinnan cited in Tyler’s 
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LETTERS FROM OLD TRUNKS 





Copied and contributed by S. Bailey Turlington, Accomac, Va. 





Philadelphia 3d May 1811. 
Dear Sir, 

Being myself at this City, and my friend Mr. John S. Snead 
communicating his intention of going to New York today or 
tomorrow, I indulge myself in the pleasure of writing to you, 
and enquiring after the health and welfare of yourself, Mrs. 
Jones, and your children—and also to ask of you your opinion, 
whether a teacher could be employed in New York for the Mar- 
garet academy in Accomack. A single man well recommended 
for capacity and moral character is required, and if such a one 
could be employed he might expect a liberal salary. The trus- 
tees have been gratified in the establishment and advancement of 
this little seminary until lately. About the last of March Mr. Da- 
vid Comfort the principal left the academy on account of a spell 
of sickness which he had and an apprehension that he might have 
his health in the future. Mr. Comfort was fm. Newburg in 
your state and much approved by the trustees. If you could 
advise me of such a character it would confer a favor on the in- 
stitution as well as on the trustees, who have authorized me 
among others to employ a teacher. 


Please answer this letter by Mr. Snead, or by mail to Drum- 
mond Town, Virginia. 
Your respectful servant, 
Reverd. Cave Jones Jno. Cropper Jr. 
New York 





Accomack 6th March 1812 
Sir, 

I received last night a leter from Colo. Sharp of the 54th 
Regiment, announcing the death of Brigadier General Thomas 
Mathews and that he departed this life the 20th ultimo. As by 
the melancholy event the command of the ninth Brigade de- 
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volves on me, I feel it my duty to give your Excellency immedi- 
ate official notice thereof. 
I have the honor to be 


His Excellency with high respect, 
Jas. Barbour Your obedt. Servant 
Governor of Virga. Jno. Cropper, Jr. Le. Colo. 


2d Regimt. & Commdt. 9th Brigade. 





21st May 1812 
Drummond Town Virga. 
Sir, 

I am requested by Thomas M. Bayly esquire of this place, 
to write to you, to send him your gazette for the Country, to be 
left at Drummond Town for him as an annual subscriber. I am 
well acquainted with Mr. Bayly, consider him very able and as 
punctual as any man. He says he will send the money by some 


convenient hand. 
Your respectful Servant, 


Jno. Cropper Jr. 
Mr. Enos Bronson, editor of the United States 
Gazette, Phila. by Mail. 





Accomack, 7th June 1812. 
Sir, 

Your letter of the 4th instant, expressing your appreciation 
of an instruction, by the slaves of Northampton, was received 
opportunely at Drummond on the day of its date. Col. Bagwell, 
Major Bayly, and myself happened to be there, and immedi- 
ately held council upon the subject. The result of which was 
the turning out that evening small detachments of artillery, cav- 
alry, and infantry, with orders to look out patrole and examine 
the situation of slaves, servants, etc. in the several neighbor- 
hoods—but nothing appeared in the smallest degree indicative 
of any ill design. I wish you to report to me in writing, by 
Major Bayly, on his return fm. Northampton what hath oc- 
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curred in that county respecting this apprehended insurrection. 
It will be proper for you to have the return of your draft in order 
that when Captn. Smith receives those of the 2d and 99th regi- 
ments, he may on his way call on you for yours, to carry to the 
Inspector, for him to make a general return to the Commander 
of the Brigade. 
I am Sir, respectfully, 
Your humble Servant, 


Jno. Cropper Jr. 
Lt. Colo. Commdt. 9th Brigade Virga. 


Militia 
Colo. Kendal Addison, 27th Regiment. 





Accomack County 20th March 1813 
Sir, 

Colo. Addison the 27th regiment, Colo. Bagwell of the 99th, 
and myself, had a meeting and a consultation upon the exposed 
situation of the two counties on this side of the Chesapeake. 
The militia of the Eastern Shore are willing to a man as we be- 
lieve, to defend this section of the Eastern Frontier of Vir- 
ginia, and to annoy the enemy by every human exertion, but 
this cannot be done without adequate supplies of the implements 
of war. About one half the 18000 cartridges obtained by me 
at Richmond in June last prove to be good for nothing except 
the bullets; they appear to be those of the revolutionary war, 
the powder and the paper mouldered to the finest dust—without 
doubt Colo. Pryor knew nothing of their condition. We re- 
quire the munition and camp equipage contained in the enclosed 
return, and we are in need of 200 barrels of pork, 100 barrels of 
beef, and 100 barrels of flour. We are cut off from every sea- 
port in the United States, and are dependent almost entirely on 
supplies to be sent us by the Executive. At this time we are 
exposed in the extent of 180 miles to the incursions of the 
enemy. Accomack and Northampton are indented by navi- 
gable creeks at every five miles on the seaside and at every 
five miles on the bay, so that a large barge may land at almost 
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everyman’s door, if not opposed by the vigilence and valor of 
the militia, and it wd. be mortifying to see these unavailing for 
want of warlike supplies. We want money to buy fresh provis- 
ions, bacon, corn meal, and such necessaries as can be obtained 
for the comfortable accomodation of our guards, and the militia 
called out to defend their country: to purchase sixteen sailable 
horses for the eight pieces of artillery, the farmers spare their 
horses at the greatest inconvenience, and trained horses are in- 
dispensable to the good of the service. Your Excellency is the 
most competent judge, and we submit cheerfully to your judg- 
ment, whether it would not be to the interest of the state to ap- 
point some person near to the center of this district commissary, 
and supply him from time to time with money, to be furnished 
the regimental paymasters and commissaries, all of whom to be 
in a regular course of accountability, and to give security. Sup- 
plies could be obtained much more easy and cheap for cash than 
for credit, and impressment is a very unpopular measure. Soon- 
er than resort to the unpleasant business of impressment, the 
officers of the militia have united and borrowed money on their 
own credit to purchase provisions for feeding the guards, which 
they hope the state will speedily reimburse. Two companies 
have been on duty in Northampton for three or four weeks, and 
one in Accomack for one week, to which one it will be necessary 
to add another in a short time. The whole of the militia are 
harrassed, and liable every day to be called to repel the enemy, 
especially the 27th regiment, which has already every member 
called out. On the 9th day of the presen: month ( Northampton 
court day) a British tender and some barges went into Cherry- 
ton harbor took a cargo of flour out of one schooner and set 
five to another, but as soon as the Militia collected the enemy 
fled, taking with them however two milch cows from Mrs. Sav- 
age. Next day two barges from the ships laying near Cape 
Charles, boarded a schooner a ground, she belonged to North- 
ampton, and was loaded with brandy & wine Captn. Simpkin’s 
company of infantry belonging to the 27th collected with un- 
common celerity, and with a gallantry becoming veteran sol- 
diers, thirty it is said compelled the enemy forty or number to 
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leave their prize without carrying away or destroying anything 
except five turkeys. On the 14th instant a letter of marque brig 
(the America of 250 tons belonging to Baltimore) inward bound 
run ashore on Smith’s Island vessel and cargo chiefly lost. In 
this vessel was a midshipman and eight men belonging to the 
British, which had been taken out of a Schooner recaptured by 
the letter of marque: they were taken possession of by Colonel 
Addison, and by him sent with a flag to Lynhaven, to be ex- 
changed or receipted for by Admiral Cockburn: and the Colonel 
wishes the opinion of the Executive to the propriety of his con- 
duct. All the commandants wish for general instructions from 
your Excellency for their government, cut off as they are from 
all communication with the chief of the Brigade. We think 
that if officers for two of the companies of regulars, to be raised 
for the defense of the Eastern Frontier, were appointed on this 
shore, they might raise their men, and we should be very glad 
they could be permitted to remain here. Severn E. Parker re- 
quests us to mention in this communication, that himself, Geo. D. 
Wise, John C. Parramore, and Still Dorsey, wish to attempt to 
raise a company of artillery or riflemen, for the particular de- 
fense of this Shore, as a part of the force directed to be raisen 
by the act of the Assembly passed at the last session. 

Capt. James J. Teackle who hath enlisted a volunteer com- 
pany of riflemen, and who has received commissions for him- 
self and his officers is the bearer of this dispatch, and goes to 
Richmond to apply to you for the munitions and camp equipage 
contained in the enclosed return, and to obtain your Excellency, 
the equipment of his own corps. He is a young gentleman of 
great modesty and great worth, who will be able to give you any 
information you may think proper to make concerning the 
Eastern Shore of Virginia. I have the honor to be in behalf of 
Colo. Addison, Colo. Bagwell & myself, 

Your Fellow Citizen, 
His Excellency Jno. Cropper Lt. Colo. 
James Barbour Commdt. 2d Regiment Virga. Militia 
Governor of 
Virginia 
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Accomack County 29th March 1813 


Sir, 

The legislature of Virginia, at their last session, thought 
proper to place over my head, a gentleman not long since pro- 
moted to the rank of a Major, and recently to that of Lt. Colonel ; 
a man withaut military experience I am informed. I entered 
the army of the revolution at the age of nineteen, served during 
the war, and have held the highest military commd. on the East- 
ern Shore ever since. My capacity and conduct were always 
approved as I believe. Under these circumstances it becomes 
my duty to resign the command of the 2d regiment, the right to 
do so will not I trust be doubted. The 9th brigade in particular, 
as well as all the militia you command will carry with them my 
best wishes for their honor & prosperity. Your Excellency will 
no longer consider me bearing a militia commission: but I beg 
you to accept my sincere respect for the attention you have paid 
to that part of the state in which I reside, and to myself as an 


officer. 
I remain Your friend & fellow citizen 


Jno. Cropper 
His Excellency 
Barbour, Governor of Virginia 
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EDMUND RANDOLPH’S ESSAY ON THE 
REVOLUTIONARY HISTORY of VIRGINIA 


1774-1782 





(Concluded ) 





Slavery had been rivetted in Virginia by disabilities of 
emancipation, except with the approbation of the execu- 
1782 .. : ; ; 

tive for notorious services. The society of quakers 
which had never ceased to ply the assembly with the bill of 
rights, and the topics, arising from human nature, succeeded in 
a law, permitting the owners to emancipate slaves, under cer- 
tain limitations. Full of their late triumph over the British 
at York Town, the assembly seemed to think, that the political 
sky was so clear from all danger, that they did not anticipate, 
and therefore did not guard against, the evils, which this in- 
dulgence to one of the best feelings of the human heart, may 
from the conversion of black into free population, from the 
want of due precautions, occasionally produce. 

Members of congress had been eligible to the general assem- 
bly, and many of them had availed themselves of the repu- 
tation, which the supposition of their being versed in the in- 
terest of the Union had given them, to obtain seats in the 
state legislature, assume a degree of importance, and forward 
by the influence of Virginia in Congress, their own ideas. This 
perhaps would not have been so much objected to, had it not 
been feared that these delegates with double powers, would 
have aimed at vesting in congress larger authority, than that 
for which state-jealousy was yet ripe. Indeed their journies 
from Congress to the state legislatures, commonly issued in the 
generation of some faction. For at that time, congress was an 
assemblage of different diplomatic corps, rather than a national 
senate. 
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Taxes imposed in coin had never been known in the rudest 
state of Virginia; tobacco being always a species of currency, 
which was a substitute for the precious metals. But paper 
money and the circumstances of the country had banished coin 
into the most secret recesses, so as to leave too little of it for 
a circulating medium. Grain and other commodities, were there- 
fore receivable by the collector. The people had the credit of 
paying large sums in value into the public treasury, when from 
waste, fraud, spoliation and other diminitions, the defalcations 
which they underwent before their arrival thither, demonstrated 
the unfitness of specific articles, to be chosen as the sinews of 
war. 

Kentucky mounted a step nearer to an independent sovereign- 
ty, by obtaining a district court, beyond the controul of any 
Virginian jurisdiction, except the court of appeals. This is the 
strongest example in the history of a government keeping equal 
pace with a portion of the people, inclined to dismember it, 
and even seconding their wishes, sincerely and zealously. 

To what a tissue of feebleness and contradiction the old con- 


federation was reduced, was exemplified by the application to 
the assembly to grant to congress a power, to be without which 
was a phenomenon, indeed. Below high-water-mark, congress 
might confiscate hostile property; but they could not oppose. 
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NOTES AND QUERIES 





CORRECTION 


On page 367 of the October, 1936, Magazine, the sentence about Moses 
Rochet should have been as follows: “After the Revocation of the 
Edict of Nantes in 1685, her father—called Moses Rochet in the Story— 
tried to get his youngest daughter Susanne to Amsterdam”. Susanne’s 
father was Jean Rochet, as stated on page 369. 

On page 374, the words “his mark” should be under the letter “C” in 
the name of Bartholomew Cox. 





SMITH 


Wanted, the ancestry, or any other information, concerning John Smith 
of Rickahock, in King and Queen County, Virginia. He is also some- 
times styled John Smith of Fredericksburg, Spottsylvania County, Vir- 
ginia. 

Miss Jane Chapman Slaughter, 
428 Brandon Avenue, 


University, Va. 





IN RE JOHN BOLLING, MARRIED MARTHA JEFFERSON, 
POCAHONTAS, P. 32 

I desire to correct an inadverdent error of the above heading on page 
342 of the October number of the Magazine, and thus continuing the 
Pocahontas error. 

John Bolling married about 1761 Mary Jefferson, the second daughter 
of Peter Jefferson and Jane Randolph. The Douglas Register, on page 
159, evidences the birth of the six oldest children of John Bolling and 
Mary Jefferson as follows: 

1. John, born March 24, 1762. 

Thomas, born February 11, 1764. 
Jane, born September 17, 1765. 
Ann, born August 28, 1767. 
Martha, born ————, 1769. 
Edward, born September 17, 1772. 


Martha Jefferson, a younger daughter of Peter Jefferson and Jane 
Randolph, married Dabney Carr, a classmate at College of Thomas 
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Jefferson and possibly his closest friend as well as his brother-in-law, 
who died at Monticello, and was the first to be buried there. 
Wm. B. Hall, M. D., 


Selma, Alabama. 











CARTER PORTRAITS 
Wanted: to locate a picture of Edward Hill Carter, of Blenheim, Al- 
bemarle County, and of his son, Captain Tohn Champe Carter who after- 
wards lived at Rosehill in Amherst. 
George S. Wallace, 
Huntington, W. Va. 


















BOWMAN—NEWMAN 
Wanted: Names of parents of Jacob Bowman of Virginia ancestry 
who married December, 1800, Rebecca Newman, in Jefferson County, 
Tenn. Said Rebecca had a brother Thomas Newman whose son John 

Newman became a judge in Indianapolis, Indiana. 
Mrs. Perle Bowman Gibbs, 

835 Oleta Drive, 

Clayton, Missouri. 
















COPIED FROM DAVID BALL’S BIBLE, OF KILMARNOCK, 
LANCASTER CO., VA., PAGE 677 
Davin Batt—His Book PurcHasep JuNE 1808, Price $12 

David Ball m. Sarah V. Newton Mar. 20, 1783, and m. Elizabeth Portues 
Ball his second wife Dec. 6th, 1788. 

Albert Ball son of D. Ball & Eliz. was m. Feb. 14, 1828 to Fanny M. 
Blakey dau. Yelventon C. Blakey & Judith. 

David Ball son of Joseph & Hannah was b. Nov. 23, 1754. 

Sarah Vaux Ball wife of David b. July 14, 1767. 

Eliz. V. Ball dau. of David B. & Sarah was b. Oct. 30, 1784. 

Eliz. P. Ball 2nd wife of David b. Feb. 11, 1767. 

Mildred Downman B. dau. of D. B. & Eliz. b. Oct. 6, 1789. 

Ann P. Ball b. Apr. 26, 1791. 
Sarah Ball b. Aug. 6, 1792. 
Harriet Ball b. June 13, 1794. 
William Ball b. Oct. 21, 1796 & d. Dec. 30. 1796. 
Louisa Ball b. Nov. 11, 1797. 
Juliet B. b. July 13, 1801. 
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David B. June 18, 1804. 

Albert B. June 10, 1807. 

Fanny M. Blakey wife of Albert Ball b. Oct. 25, 1811. 

David Y. B. son of Albert & Fanny b. Oct. 25, 1828. 

Oscar O. Ball son of same b. Mar. 4, 1831. 

John May Ball son of same Feb. 21, 1833. 

Sarah V. Ball departed this life the 17th of June 1785. 

Mildred D. Ball d. April 24, 1791. 

Wm. Ball d. Dec. 30, 1796. 

David B. son of Joseph & Hannah d. Dec. 3, 1815 aged 61 years 10 days. 

Harriet B. d. of David Ball & Eliz. P. d. Oct. 20, 1818 aged 24 yrs. 4 
mo. 13 da. 

Sarah Conway d. of David B. & Eliz. P. Jan. 27, 1821. 

Dr. David B. d. Mar. 19, 1828 son of David & Eliz. P. aged 23 yrs. 9 
mo. 12 da. 

Eliz. P. B. d. Dec. 31, 1831 aged 64 yrs. 10 mo. 21 da. 

John May B. son of Albert & Fanny d. July 28, 1834, aged 4 years 7 mo. 
& 8 days. (Copier’s note: This does not agree with birth date above.) 

Louisa Ann d. of Hilkiah & Harriet his wife b. Oct. 12, 1818. 

David Ball, owner of the Bible, was the son of Joseph Ball (desig- 
nated by Hayden as 56) and Hannah. Joseph Ball (56) was the son of 
Capt. Geo. Ball (designated by Hayden as 10) and Grace Haynie (in- 
correctly stated by Hayden as Grace Waddy. She was the daughter of 
Anthony and Sarah (Harris) Haynie. Sarah married secondly Francis 
Waddy who died without issue. Hence the error.) 

David Ball’s will is recorded in Book No. 20, page 427 (year 1815) of 
the records of Northumberland County, Virginia. 


Sarah Vaux Ball, wife of David, born July 14, 1767, was Sarah Vaux 
Newton prior to her marriage, Mar. 20, 1783, to David Ball. It is thought 
that she was the sister of Willoughby Newton of Linden, Westmoreland 
Co., Va., and also was the unborn child mentioned in John Newton’s will 
(proved Feb. 24, 1767—See Selden, p. 495). John Newton died before 
Jan. 6, 1767. Sarah Vaux Newton was born July 14, 1767. It is also 
thought that John Newton’s wife was Elizabeth Vaulx, born after 1739, 
daughter of Robert Vaulx who died about 1755, Westmoreland Co., Va. 


Any proofs that will substantiate these suppositions will be greatly ap- 


preciated. 
Charles M. Noble. 


111 8th Avenue, 
New York, N. Y. 
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CEDAR CREEK QUAKER MEETING HOUSE 


The records of the Cedar Creek Quaker Meeting House, Hanover 
County, Virginia, state on Page 19 Vol. 1739-1773, “12 Oct 1742 Manoah 
Chiles, son of Henry Chiles, deceased, of Hanover County, and Anne 
Cheadle, daughter of John Cheadle of Hanover County, married 12 Oct. 
1742.” Among those signing were “Manoah Chiles, Anne Chiles, Walter 
Chiles, John Cheadle, etc.” 

Manoah Chiles died before September 11, 1765, as in the records of 
Cedar Creek Quaker Meeting House, Hanover County, Virginia, p. 234, 
Vol. 1739-1773, “Monthly Meeting Sept. 11, 1765,” he is described as 
“Manoah Chiles, deceased.” 

Manoah Chiles is mentioned in the processioning of land as living in 
1730 on land in Saint Paul’s Parish, which land was previously described 
as the property of Henry Chiles, Gentleman (b. , d. 1719) (See 
Vestry Book of St. Paul’s Parish, Hanover County). Henry Chiles was 
a vestryman and church warden in St. Paul’s Parish, Hanover County, 
Virginia. He also lived in St. Peter’s Parish, New Kent County, Vir- 
ginia, where he was a vestryman. 

Manoah Chiles had, previous to the marriage above mentioned, mar- 
ried Elizabeth , by whom he had several children, whose 
names are mentioned in the records of Cedar Creek Quaker Meeting 
House, Hanover County, Virginia. 

What were the dates of birth and death of Manoah Chiles and his 
wife Anne (Cheadle) Chiles? 

Were Manoah Chiles and Walter Chiles, above mentioned, the sons 
of Henry Chiles, Gentleman of St. Peter’s Parish, New Kent County, 
Virginia, and St. Paul’s Parish, Hanover County, Virginia? 

The records of Cedar Creek Quaker Meeting House, Hanover County, 
Virginia, state on page 111, Vol. 1739-1773, “Robert Cobbs of Bed- 
ford and Mary Terrell, daughter of David Terrell of Caroline County, 
marry 12 Oct. 1755.” Among those signing were Henry Terrell, Thomas . 
Terrell, Pleasant Terrell, David Terrell, Agatha Terrell, William Chand- 
ler, Thomas Cheadle, Robert Cobbs and Mary Cobbs. 

Who were the parents of “Robert Cobbs” and when and where was he 
born? He died in Caroline County, Virginia between June 1, 1811 and 
June 1, 1812 (See Tax Books Caroline Co.). 

David Terrell (b. d. Will Caroline County 1759) and his 
wife Agatha (Chiles) Terrell were the son and daughter respectively of 
William Terrell (b. d. ) and Micajah Chiles (b. d. 
Will Caroline Co. 1735). 

Among the children of Robert Cobbs and Mary (Terrell) Cobbs was 
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Judith Cobbs (b. May 19, 1762, d. Sept. 21, 1829) who married John 
Chiles of Reedsland, Caroline County, Virginia (b. May 3, 1747, d. 
Will 1817) son of Manoah Chiles of Caroline Co. Va. 

What was the date of the marriage of John Chiles of Reedsland and 
Judith (Cobbs) Chiles? 

John Chiles of Reedsland, Caroline County, Virginia, and his wife 
Judith (Cobbs) Chiles had as one of their children Elizabeth Chiles 
(b. 1796, d. September 11, 1872) who married (1) November 10, 
1823 Samuel Burruss and (2) April 26, 1832 Raverly Vaughan (b. 

d. 1840). Raverly Vaughan was born in New Kent County, Vir- 
ginia. What was the date of his birth? What were the names of his 
father and mother? 

W. F. Augustine 

40 Water Street 

Boston, Mass. 


CORRECTION 
(Champe of Lamb’s Creek) 

On page 355, last issue, the name of Lucy Landon Carter was in- 
correctly given as Lucy Lansdown. A descendant of Colonel Landon 
Carter who called attention to the error, very kindly furnished the writer 
with additional information which may be briefly recited here: Landon 
Carter and Mildred Willis were married February 15th, 1772, and were 


the parents of four children, viz:—Mary Champe (1773-1774), Mildred 
Ann Byrd, born 1774, married Robert R. Mercer, March 22d, 1792, Lucy 
Landon, born 1776, married John Minor, December 12th, 1793, and 
Sarah (1777-1805). 





ACCESSIONS. 

From the Misses Mitchell, of Charlestown, W. Va.,—2 Hepplewhite 
arm chairs, one Sheridan side chair, formerly owned by Benjamin Har- 
rison and his wife Elizabeth (Bassett) Harrison, and a brass studded 
trunk known as the Bassett-Chariot trunk. 

From Mr. R. C. Wight, of Richmond, an electoral ballot used in the 
election of President Jefferson Davis. 

From Judge Daniel Grinnan—a complete set of Encyclopaedia Britan- 
nica, 1890 edition. 

From Mrs. Charles S. Pillsbury, of Minneapolis, Minn.—a set of the 
Virginia Magazine of History and Biography, many of them beautifully 
bound and all in excellent condition. 

From Mr. T. Crawford Redd, of Richmond—a map of the City of 
Richmond and environs, showing battlefields, embankments and names 
of property owners, made in 1867. 
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INFORMATION WANTED 


Information wanted for general narrative history of the Eastern Shore 
of Virginia. Included in the book will be genealogies of original and 
Colonial settlers, church, legal, medical and public service names, owner- 
ship and location of estates and plantations, portraits, etc. Information 
also wanted for detailed genealogies of the following families: Bagwell 
and Twyford (Twiford) of England and America, and Dix of the 
Eastern Shore. Will especially appreciate information about descendants 
of Bagwells of Kentucky and of Illinois. Also of John Burton of Acco- 
mack, who moved to Arkansas, Missouri or Tennessee. 


Thomas Poulson Bagwell III, 
924 Buena Ave., Chicago, IIl. 


CONCERNING JOHN PRICE OF HENRICO COUNTY 


(Written for the July number of Va. Mag.. Hist. & Biog. by James 
P. C. Southall, 13-V-36) 


According to Cavaliers and Pioneers (1, 88), “Mathew Price, sonn & 
heire to John Price, late of Va., Labourer,” received a grant of “land 
of 150 acs. Henrico Co., upon Turkey Island Cr., 25 May 1638,” de- 
scribed as being “upon land granted to his late father, now in posses- 
sion of his mother Ann Hallom, widdowe” (first of John Price and then 
of Robert Hallom), “due in right of his father who had a pattent oi 
150 acs. graunted 20 Feb. 1619, by Sir Georg Yeardly.” 

In a footnote of an article on Richard Cocke! of Bremo which was 
published in the April, 1936, issue of this magazine there is an allusion to 
this John Price who lived “on ye college lands” not far from Bremo. 
according to a letter written to the editor by Mrs. Margaret Scruggs 
Carruth, of Dallas, Texas. She maintains that John Price was not a 
“Labourer” in the common sense of the word, but that this term as 
applied to him was currently used in Colonial times simply to indicate 
that the individual in question, being at least twelve years of age, was 
old enough to till the soil and do useful work in the colony. The 
writer is ignorant of this usage of the word, but even if Mrs. Carruth’s 
explanation is correct, it is hard to see how it applies to the above 
reference to John Price, who was dead and buried in 1638 and certainly 
no longer a labourer on this earth. However, whether John Price was 
a “labourer” in his time or not, the meager information we have gives 
the impression that he was certainly a very superior man, who rose to 
a position of importance and was a useful citizen in the critical years 
in Virginia from the time when he received a grant of land in 1619 
until his death about ten years later. 
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Mrs. Carruth tells us that he came to Virginia with Sir Thomas Dale 
on the last voyage of the “Starr” in 1610-11 and that in Hotten’s list 
(which the writer does not happen to have at hand) he is described as 
being “an ancient planter” as early as 1615. However, in the list of 
ancient planters given by Dr. Stewart in his introduction to Cavaliers 
and Pioneers the name of John Price is not included. His name is 
found among the signers of the Petition to the King in 1625, which 
would imply that he was a person of some standing in the Colony. 


Extract From Notes or Dr. J. D. Eccleston 


On the theory that John Price, I, married only once, the birth of Mathew 
Price is placed ca. 1626. He would, then, have been 12 years old when he 
received the grant of 150 acres on May 23, 1638, “the said 150 acres being 
due to him the said Mathew Price in right of his said father John Price 
who had a patent of 150 acres granted unto him and his heirs by Sir 
George Yeardley anno Domini February 20, 1619, upon condition of 
planting same” 

Another theory has been advanced: that John Price married twice, his 
first wife being Jann , who died in Wales in October 1617, and was 
buried in St. Chad’s. A John Price presented to St. Chad’s a cummunion 
service that year. The surmise is that John Price was at this time back 
home on a visit; that the communion service was given in memory of his 
wife; that the Mathew Price who came over in the George on August 21, 
1635, “aged 20”, was the son of John and Jann; that he had been left in 
Wales in care of his kin, to be reared and educated ; and that in 1635, being 
almost of age, he came to the Colony to take possession of the land to 
which he was entitled. 

Colour is given to this theory because (as far as I have been able to 
ascertain) Mathew Price’s name is mentioned only twice in our Virginia 
records. In the grant of the 150 acres to him in 1638, it is stated that the 
land is “now in possession of his mother Ann Hallom, widdow”. These 
words have been quoted against the theory that Mathew was by a previous 
marriage. This is a good point, but not an insuperable one, for relation- 
ships were not stated at that time in the exact terms of today. The 
issuane of grants of land to minors was not unusual, and there might 
have been some good reason for doing so in this case; yet there would 
seem to have been more reason for granting the land to him if he had 
now arrived at the age of manhood, than to have granted it to him when he 
had, up to the age of 12, been under the immediate care of his own 
mother. 

After all, the theory of the second marriage cannot be proven, but it is 
interesting. What we know is that Mathew disappears from the picture, 
and that Daniel and John Price, III, sons of John Price, II, came into 
possession of the 150 acres of land formerly held by Mathew. 
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TUCKAHOE AND THE TUCKAHOE RANDOLPHS 


By Jerrerson RANDOLPH ANDERSON, Savannah, Georgia 


The early history of this ancient Virginia estate, and of the branch 
of the Randolph family which founded it and is designated by its name, 
has been in many particulars a matter of argument and even of contro- 
versy for many years; due largely to lack of, or to imperfection of, the 
very early records. 

Even such records as existed have only in recent years become really 
accessible and available. Goochland County, where the estate is located, 
was not laid off until 1728, and its records only run from that time. 
Prior to that time, it was geographically included in Henrico County, 
which stretched indefinitely to the mountains, but actually it was a very 
sparsely inhabited frontier region. Dover Church, the nearest Church 
to Tuckahoe, was not built until 1720-1724. (Douglass Register, p. 5). 
The Parish of St. James, to which it belonged, was not established 
until 1720, and no Parish Register, containing statistics of births, mar- 
riages and deaths, etc., was kept prior to the year 1756 when it was be- 
gun by the Rev. William Douglass, who had been installed as minis- 
ter to the parish in 1750. (See Douglass Register, p. 8). In Sep- 
tember, 1744, St. James Parish was subdivided into three: St. James 
Northam, St. James Southam and St. Anne. Tuckahoe is located in 
Northam. 


With the view of endeavoring to settle all controversial points as far as 
possible, the author, during the past four years, has made, or caused to be 
made, an exhaustive investigation into all extant records of which he 
could find trace or reference; not only those at the State Capitol in 
Richmond, but also all county and parish or other records which it might 
be supposed could relate to this place or family. The result of this in- 
vestigation is given here and it is confidently submitted that it is as 
accurate and authentic an account as it is possible to make at this late 
date; more than two hundred years after the founding of Tuckahoe. 

All records and all authorities agree that Thomas Randolph was the 
founder of Tuckahoe, but there have been many widely divergent and 
conflicting statements as to when it was founded and as to when and 
how he became its owner. The first error requiring correction is a 
statement appearing on page 125 of the book “Homes and Gardens in Old 
Virginia”, Garden Club of Virginia Edition 1932; where the writer of 
the article on Tuckahoe states that Thomas Randolph was the third son 
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of William and Mary Randolph of Turkey Island. The fact is that he 
was their second son and their third son was Isham Randolph of Dun- 
geness. That Isham was the third son is expressly stated in the inscrip- 
tion on his tomb, which is still standing in the family graveyard at Turkey 
Island. This inscription was copied by me on June Ist, 1933, when I 
visited Turkey Island. 

The question as to when Tuckahoe was founded is also one that has 
given rise to many conflisting opinions. In the above mentioned book 
“Homes and Gardens in Old Virginia”, it is stated on p. 125, “Tuckahoe 
has been given a widely varying birthday, ranging from 1674 to 1725. ... 
The combined weight of authority, however, seems to point conclusively 
to its having been built prior to 1700, by or for Thomas Randolph”: and 
again on p. 129 of the same book, it is stated “Thomas Randolph, the 
founder, whether he moved there in 1690 or earlier” etc. In the book 
“Virginia Beautiful”, published by Wallace Nutting in 1930, it is stated 
on page 221: “Tuckahoe—The date of this house, like that of most 
others, can be fixed only approximately. Perhaps 1690 would be as correct 
a date as it is possible now to fix”. Other writers, even some members of 
the family, have said that William Randolph of Turkey Island gave the 
land to his son, Thomas, about or prior to 1690, and sent him there at 
that time to take possession and build a home for himself. The fallacy 
of all these claims and statements becomes apparent when two established 
facts are taken into consideration. The first is that all genealogical 
writers and records agree that Thomas Randolph of Tuckahoe was born 
in June, 1683. He was therefore only 7 years old in 1690, and even as 
late as 1700, he was only 17 years old. Manifestly no boy of 7 or lad of 
17 would be sent into a wilderness, then still, in part, inhabited by roving 
Indians, to take up land and build a “family home”. The second fact 
is that William Randolph of Turkey Island did not himself acquire the 
land on which the Tuckahoe House now stands until 1695, and that 
Thomas Randolph did not acquire the land until in 1714, as is shown 
below. 

All these divergent ideas and publications as to the original acquisition 
and ownership of Tuckahoe seem to have grown out of a tradition that 
has been widely accepted throughout Virginia that William Randolph 
of Turkey Island either gave the Tuckahoe plantation to his son, Thomas, 
or devised it to him in his Will. This is not the fact. The early records 
of grants and of land titles are still accessible and are practically com- 
plete; and an investigation of these records shows that the actual facts 
are as set out below. The earliest surveys of the region West of the 
falls of James River showed an island located near the North bank, oppo- 
site the mouth of Tuckahoe Creek, and extending above and below that 
point. The channel between the island and the north bank was spoken of 
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as the upper and lower branches of Tuckahoe Creek, and the island, 
after 1695, was known as Randolph’s Island. 


On April 21, 1695, William Randolph of Turkey Island obtained a 
grant, or Patent as it was called, from Sir Edward Andros, Lieut-Gov- 
ernor, conveying to him 1221 acres of land on the north side of James 
River above Westham Creek “beginning at ye mouth of Westham Creek 
and ye mouth of a branch of Tuckahoe Creek” (Grant Book 8 p. 408). 
This Patent included the Island and a strip of land along the north bank 
of the river containing the site on which the Tuckahoe House is located. 


William Randolph also obtained from or through Edmund Jennings, 
a tract of 3256 acres lying east of Tuckahoe Creek. The exact date of 
this conveyance is not known as no record of it has been found, but the 
fact is mentioned in William Randolph’s Will; and in Henrico Deed 
Book 5, p. 371, is recorded a deed, dated Dec. 1, 1692, from Jno. Pleas- 
ants to William Randolph, conveying one or more islands in the James 
River on the north side and reciting that they contain 165 acres “next the 
land which ye said William Randolph purchased from Edmund Jen- 
nings”. The above tract of 3256 acres is exactly one half of a tract of 
6513 acres, patented by Edmund Jennings October 20th, 1689, (Grant 
Book 8, p. 2) and it seems possible that he was acting jointly for him- 
self and Randolph. In fact, the Will of John Pleasants, 25 Sept. 1690, 
devises some land to his son, Joseph, and says that one section “borders 
on the land taken up by Edmund (Edward) Jennings and William Ran- 
dolph” (Henrico Co., Wills & Deeds, Book 5, p. 149). This tract of 
land is mentioned here because this and the Randolph Island grant cov- 
ered most of the lands above the falls devised by William Randolph of 
Turkey Island to five of his seven sons. 


William Randolph of Turkey Island died in 1711. His Will, dated 
March 6, 1710/11, and proved June 5, 1713, did not devise the site of 
Tuckahoe to his son, Thomas. (See Records Henrico County Court, 
Part I, 1710-1714, pp. 215-218). On the contrary, the Will states an ex- 
press desire that his son Thomas, or son Henry, should take charge of a 
plantation of 1100 acres at Pigeon Swamp in Surrey County to work off 
an indebtedness to Micajah Perry & Company of London; and provided 
that if either son would do so, then, when the debt was paid, this prop- 
erty was to belong to such son in fee. As +o the lands above the falls 
of James River, the Will recited that he had already given the lower part 
of this (Jennings) land to his (eldest) son William, and the Will then 
directed that the remaining land be equally divided between five of his 
sons as follows:—“My son Isham to have the lower part, adjoining to 
my son William; my son Thomas to joyne upon Isham; my son Richard 
to joyne upon Thomas; my son John to joyne upon Richard; and my son 
Edward to joyne upon John, being the upper part of the said land.” It 
is to be noted that this provision of the Will does not even give to 
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Thomas the part of the Jennings land nearest to Tuckahoe, as would be 
natural if it was intended or even expected that he was to have Tuckahoe, 


As to the “upper island” property, which actually included the site of 
the Tuckahoe House, and was covered by the Randolph Island Grant of 
1695, the Will provided that this property was to be divided into three 
equal parts, “my son John to have the upper part, Thomas the middle 
part and Richard the lower part”. These were devises in fee simple, and, 
under this provision of the Will, Thomas was definitely excluded from 
that part (the upper part) of the land afterward forming that portion 
of the Tuckahoe plantation, on which the House is located. 


Thomas Randolph therefore, did not acquire the site of Tuckahoe 
House either as a gift from his father, or under his father’s Will. He 
obtained the river bank and the island part of it by purchase from his 
brother John, under a deed dated September 4, 1714, and to the property 
thus conveyed to him plus the middle third devised to him by his father, 
Thomas Randolph, gave the name “Tuckahoe” by which it has ever since 
been known. The above deed conveyed, in consideration of ninety pounds 
sterling, a tract of land devised to the said John Randolph in fee simple by 
the last Will and Testament of his deceased father, situate, lying and 
being in the County and parish of Henrico on the north side of James 
River at the upper end of Randolph Island, etc. (Deed Book Henrico 
County, 1710-1714, p. 287). 


There is no actual record of the exact date when the present Tucka- 
hoe House was erected by Thomas Randolph. His father died in 1711, 
he was married in 1712, and he probably started building the house shortly 
after his purchase of the land from his brother, John, in 1714. We know 
he was living there in 1723, because on Sept. 5, 1723, he enlarged the 
estate by obtaining a grant of 734 acres on the north side of James 
River, “lying along the South side of the River Road, West of Tucka- 
hoe Creek and back of a survey formerly made by William Randolph”; 
and on which the said Randolph now lives.” (Book of Grants, No. 11, 
p. 734; State Capitol). This grant was over ten years after the death 
of William Randolph, so this last clause clearly refers to Thomas Ran- 
dolph himself, as the one then living there. It can be definitely stated there- 
fore, that the Tuckahoe House was built between 1714 and 1723. This con- 
firms the statement made on page 116, of the “Manors of Virginia in 
Colonial Times” published by Edith Tunis Sale in 1909. It was probably 
completed by or before 1720 for in that year we find that Thomas Ran- 
dolph undertook the contract for building Dover Church, the first church 
in that part of Henrico, for the consideration of 54990 pounds of 
tobacco. (Douglass Register, p. 5). It may be noted here that the 
Tuckahoe estate was later further enlarged by Thomas Mann Randolph 
(1st), the grandson of the founder, who in 1772 purchased from Stephen 
Woodson 363 adjoining acres along the River Road (Deed Book 12, p. 





would be 
‘uckahoe, 
e site of 
Grant of 
ito three 
e middle 
ple, and, 
ed from 

portion 


‘uckahoe 
ill. He 
rom his 
property 
; father, 
er since 
' pounds 
mple by 
ing and 
James 
Henrico 


Tucka- 
n 1711, 
shortly 
e know 
red the 
James 
Tucka- 
lolph” ; 
No. 11, 
death 
; Ran- 
there- 
is con- 
inia in 
obably 
| Ran- 
thurch 
ids of 
at the 
idolph 
ephen 
12, p. 


GENEALOGY 59 


60 G. C. C.) and in 1775 he purchased from John Martin 343 acres lying 
between the above tract and the James River and adjoining Tuckahoe on 
the west (Deed Book 11, p. 111, G. C. C.). A portion of this last tract, 
designated as “Middle Quarter’ ’was devised by said Thomas Mann Ran- 
dolph (1st) to his son, Dr. John Randolph; great grandfather of this 
present writer, who is also a great great grandson of Thomas Mann Ran- 
dolph (2nd), the founder of Edgehill in Albemarle County. 


One of the most controversial questions that has agitated the gene- 
alogists of Virginia is the question, who was the wife of Thomas Ran- 
dolph, the founder of Tuckahoe? It has been termed “the fascinating 
mystery of the two Judiths”. Was she Judith Churchill or Judith 
Fleming, or did he marry both of these women, as is stated by Mr. Wm. 
E. Railey, Curator, Kentucky Historical Shciety, in his book “The 
Raileys and Kindred Families”. Except for him those genealogists who 
say she was Churchill do not mention the name Fleming, and those who 
say she was Fleming, do not mention the name Churchill. The great 
majority of the earlier writers, in fact nearly all of them, prior to 1900, 
said she was Judith Churchill, and only a comparative few could be found 
to the contrary. The unbroken family tradition prior to 1895 both at 
“Edgehill” and at “Tuckahoe” has been that she was Judith Churchill. 
It should be remembered that after the time of the first Thomas Mann 
Randolph (b. 1741 d. 1793) the Tuckahoe branch of the Randolphs be- 
came separated into two distinct families, caused by his having married 
first Ann Cary, November 18, 1761, and, after her death, he was married 
secondly to Gabriella Harvie, Sept. 15, 1790; and that by each of these 
wives he had a son to whom was given the name Thomas Mann Ran- 
dolph. 

The eldest son, Thomas Mann Randolph (2nd) inherited the lands 
belonging to his father in Albemarle County, where after his marriage 
to Martha Jefferson, eldest daughter of President Thomas Jefferson, he 
built his home at “Edgehill” about the year of his father’s death, 1793. To 
the younger son, Thomas Mann Randolph (3rd) was devised the greater 
part of the “Tuckahoe” estate, including the mansion; the portion 
known as “Middle Quarter” being given to another son, Dr. John Ran- 
dolph. Thus the “Edgehill” family thereafter was the Senior line, 
while the “Tuckahoe family became the Junior line of the Tuckahoe 
Randolphs; and as we have said above, the accepted tradition in both 
these families was that their ancestress, the wife of Thomas Randolph 
of Tuckahoe, was Judith Churchill. So firmly was this tradition estab- 
lished at Edgehill that the author’s father, prior to the year 1870, and 
with the assistance of all the then family elders, prepared a family roll 
which we know as the Edgehill Roll of the Randolphs of Virginia. On 
this Roll all the various branches of the family and their descendants are 
shown from the first William Randolph of Turkey Island down to the 
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close of the Civil War; and on this Roll the name of the wife of Thomas 
Randolph of Tuckahoe is given as Judith Churchill. So, likewise, in the 
Tuckahoe family, this tradition was so firmly fixed that Miss Frances 
Margaret Dickins, a descendant, in repairing the old wall of the family 
graveyard at Tuckahoe about the year 1892, caused a marble tablet to be 
inserted in the wall with an inscription showing, inter alia, that the wife 
of Thomas Randolph of Tuckahoe was Judith Churchill of Middlesex. 


Although this Churchill tradition was thus firmly fixed and accepted 
by both the Edgehill family and the Tuckahoe family, yet it is to be noted 
that the Fleming tradition obtained among many other descendants, 
Strangely enough, the Churchill tradition seems to have prevailed among 
those descended from Thomas of Tuckahoe through his son, William, 
while the Fleming tradition seems to have prevailed among those descend- 
ed from him through his daughter Mary, who married Rev. James Keith, 
and most of whom live in Kentucky. In the five published volumes of 
the Compendium of American Genealogy, (The Virkus Co., Chicago) 
there are published the lineage of sixteen families, in different parts of 
the United States, who descend from Thomas Randolph of Tuckahoe. 
From an analysis of these sixteen lineages, the author found that eight 
traced their descent through his only son, William, and eight traced back 
through his daughter, Mary Isham Keith. Of the eight tracing back 
through the son, William, seven give Judith Churchill as the name of 
William’s mother, and only one (1) gives Judith Fleming. Of the eight 
lineages tracing back through his daughter, Mary, five give Judith Flem- 
ing as the name of her mother, one (1) gives Judith Churchill, one (1) 
gives no name, and one (1), Mr. Wm. E. Railey says, as stated above, 
that Thomas R. of Tuckahoe was married twice; Ist to Judith Churchill 
and 2nd, to Judith Fleming. 

It is also a curious and interesting fact about these two conflicting 
family traditions that Richard Randolph of Bizarre, and his brother, 
John Randolph, of Roanoke, whose mother Judith Randolph of Tuckahoe 
was a daughter of Thomas Mann Randolph (1st), should each have left 
a memorandum or genealogical family sketch; and that Richard Ran- 
dolph, an acknowledged antiquarian, should have therein stated that the 
wife of their ancestor, Thomas Randolph of Tuckahoe, was Judith 
Churchill, while John Randolph of Roanoke in his memorandum stated 
she was Judith Fleming. She was their great great grandmother so it is 
evident that the question as to her identity and name had become a matter 
of tradition, and that these two conflicting traditions about her antedated 
even their generation. The facts as to these two memoranda are stated 
in a letter written to my great Aunt, Mrs. Ellen Wayles Harrison at 
Edgehill in 1883 by Capt. Wilson M. Cary, who was himself a descend- 
ant and a recognized authority on the family history. In this letter, he 
stated that he accepted Richard Randolph’s statement of the Churchill 
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tradition rather than that of John R. of Roanoke of the Fleming tra- 
dition. A copy of this letter is in my possession; and substantially the 
same letter was written by him under date of March 8th, 1883, to Dr. 
R. C. M. Page and was published in 1893 in his book “Genealogy of the 
Page Family in Virginia”. 

The author, having spent a great part of his childhood at Edgehill, and 
practically having had his home there from 1876 into 1885, while he was 
attending school and the University, naturally believed in and eccepted 
the Churchill tradition held by the Edgehill family and did not know 
until about five years ago that it was then being seriously questioned. 
This is primarily the reason he began four years ago to make this investi- 
gation to see if the correctness of the family tradition could be estab- 
lished by record evidence ; and in the hope and expectation that this might 
be possible, even at this late day. The result of the investigation however, 
has shown the following facts: 


1. The old Parish Register of St. Peters Parish in New Kent County 
had been found in the 1890’s and deposited in the Library of the Vir- 
ginia Theological Seminary at Alexandria. It contains the following 
entry in its record of marriages: 

“Thomas Randolph of Henrico and Judith Fleming was (sic) 
married Octo ye 16th, 1712” 

Henrico County at that time included the territory that is now in 
Goochland, which was not laid off until 1728. The presumption there- 
fore immediately arises that this was the Thomas Randolph later known 
as Thomas Randolph of Tuckahoe. This presumption becomes conclusive, 
when it is noted from other official records shown below that after his 
death in 1730, his widow was married December 24, 1733, to Nicholas 
Davies. It was largely the discovery of this entry that caused Capt. W. 
M. Cary, in answer to an inquiry from her, to write Miss Frances M. 
Dickens under date of July 28, 1897, that he had abandoned the Churchill 
tradition and had accepted the Fleming tradition. This original letter 
was found by the author among the family papers of Miss Dickens, lent 
him by her niece, Mrs. Theodora Keim of Federal Hill, Fredericksburg, 
Virginia ; and a copy of the letter placed in the author’s files. This letter 
however, was received by Miss Dickins over five years after she had 
placed the inscription in the Tuckahoe graveyard showing the wife of 
Thomas Randolph of Tuckahoe as Judith Churchill of Middlesex. 


2. Extract from Marriage Settlement between Nicholas Davies and 
Judith (Fleming) Randolph; made with her two brothers. Recorded 
in Goochland County Record Book 5, page 148: 

“This deed made this 24th day of December, 1733, between Nich- 
olas Davies of the County of Henrico, Merchant, of the one part, 
and John Fleming and Tarleton Fleming, Gentlemen, of the other 
part; Witnesseth that in consideration of a marriage shortly to be 
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had and solemnized between the said Nicholas Davies and Judith 

Randolph, late wife of Colonel Thomas Randolph, deceased ;” ete. 

The marriage bond of Nicholas Davies and Judith Randolph is on 

record in Goochland County. It is dated December 19th, 1733, with Mid- 

dleton Shaw as Surety. This confirms the statement in “The Cabells and 

their Kin”, page 245 that Nicholas Davies in 1733 married Judith Ran- 
dolph nce Fleming, the widow of Col. Thomas Randolph of Tuckahoe. 


3. Will of William Randolph of Tuckahoe. It is known from a re- 
lease signed by his executors (William Randolph, John Fleming and 
Richard Randolph) that Thomas Randolph of Tuckahoe left a will but 
no record of it has ever been found. The Will of his son, William, how- 
ever, is of record in Goochland County. It is dated March 2, 1743, (N. 
S.) and is recorded in Deed and Will Book 5, p. 75, and contains the fol- 
lowing provision: 

“And my Will also is that in case all my children before men- 
tioned do die before they arrive to the age of twenty-one years or 
(before they) do marry, then all my estate, both real and personal 
shall be equally divided between the children of the Rev’d William 
Stith (of Henrico) by his present wife, Judith, my beloved sister 
and their heirs forever.” 

This shows that Mrs. Judith (Randolph) Stith was his sister and that 
they were chiidren cf the same mother (Judith Fleming Randolph). 
This is important because several of the early genealogists and the Page 
Family book give the date of William’s birth as 1712, which rather lent 
color to the theory that his father, Thomas R. of Tuckahoe, may have 
been married twice and that his own mother may have been the Judith 
Churchill of the tradition. 


4. Tripartite Deed; Randolph-Davies-Logwood; dated August 26th, 
1774, recorded in Circuit Court Clerk’s office Cumberland County, Vir- 
ginia, in Deed Book No. 5, pages 353-4-5, Conveys 1144 acres on lower 
side of Muddy Creek in said County in consideration of 600 pounds cur- 
rent money of Virginia. The following extract is taken from this deed: 

“This Indenture Tripartite made this twenty-sixth day of August 
in the year of our Lord Christ One Thousand seven hundred and 
seventy four Between Thomas Mann Randolph and Ann, his 
wife, which said Thomas Mann Randolph is son and heir at law of 
William Randolph deceased, who was son and heir-at-law of 
Judith Davies deceased, late wife of Nicholas Davies of the 
County of Goochland, of the first part ;” etc. 

The foregoing recital speaks for itself and is a positive statement by 
Thomas Mann Randolph (lst) that his father, William Randolph of 
Tuckahoe was the son of Judith Fleming (Randolph) Davies. 


5. Quit-claim Deed; Randolph Davies; dated December 2nd, 1774, 
and recorded in Circuit Court Clerk’s office Cumberland County, Virginia, 
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in Deed Book, No. 6, pages 124, 125, 126. The following extract is taken 
from this deed: 


“This Indenture made the second day of December in the year of 
Christ One Thousand seven hundred and seventy four Between 
Thomas Mann Randolph of the County of Goochland of the one 
part and Henry Landon Davies of the County of Amherst of the 


other part: 

Whereas Nicholas Davies of the County of Bedford, father of 
the said Henry Landon Davies, in and by certain articles of agree- 
ment bearing date the twenty fourth day of December in the year 
of Christ one thousand seven hundred and thirty three made... 
between the said Nicholas Davies, by the name of Nicholas Davies 
of the County of Henrico, Merchant, of the one part, and John 
Fleming and Tarleton Fleming, gentlemen, of the other part, in 
consideration of a marriage then shortly to be had and solemnized 
between the said Nicholas Davies and Judith Randolph then late 
wife of Col. Thomas Randolph, deceased, and the grandmother of 
the said Thomas M. Randolph, did among other things covenant”, 
etc. 

The foregoing recitals also speak for themselves and constitute a defi- 
nite and official record that Judith Fleming was the widow of Thomas 
Randolph of Tuckahoe and after his death had married Nicholas Davies 
and that she was the grandmother of Thomas Mann Randolph (lst) of 
Tuckahoe ; and therefore that she was the mother of his father, William 
Randolph of Tuckahoe. 


6. Middlesex and Churchill records. A most careful investigation 
of the records of Middlesex County and of Christ Church Parish shows 
no mention of Col. Wm. Churchill’s ever having been married but once, 
or of his ever having had a daughter named Judith. William Churchill 
(1649-1711) came to Virginia from England in 1669 and settled at 
“Bushy Park” in Middlesex County, and was a Warden and Vestryman 
of Christ Church Parish there. He married October 5, 1703, Elizabeth 
(Armistead) Wormeley, daughter of Col. John Armistead, and the 
widow of Hon. Ralph Wormeley (Parish Register p. 63). His Will 
dated November 18, 1710, and proved March 10, 1711, gives the names 
of all his children and does not include any daughter named Judith. Under 
his Will certain property was entailed to his son. There is an official 
record of legislation for the Churchill family in April, 1757, to set 
aside this entail. (Hen. VII, p. 157). All of his children were joined 
and had to be joined or made parties in a petition to the Va. Assembly 
for power to break this entail and sell the land, but there is no mention of 
any Judith being among them, or referred to in any way. It is reason- 
able to conclude therefore, that he had no such daughter Judith; and 
certainly no daughter of his marriage in 1703 could have answered to the 
tradition of having married Thomas Randolph of Tuckahoe in 1710. 


The facts and circumstances shown from the official records referred to 
in the preceding six numbered paragraphs are absolutely conclusive and 
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definitely establish that the family tradition about Judith Churchill is 
wrong and that the ancestress of the Tuckahoe Randolphs was Judith 
Fleming. She was a daughter of Charles Fleming and Susanna Tarleton 
of New Kent County. The first of her family in Virginia was Thomas 
Fleming, who married Miss Tarleton of England, (of the same family 
as Col. Banastre Tarleton, the noted British cavalry officer of the time 
of the American Revolution) and emigrated to Virginia in 1616. He 
left three sons and several daughters. The sons were Tarleton, John 
and Charles; this last being the father of Judith Fleming, who was 
married to Thomas Randolph of Tuckahoe October 16th, 1712, and had by 
him three children, William, Judith and Mary Isham. After his death, 
about 1730, she was married again about December 24th, 1733, to Nich- 
olas Davies, who was a large landed proprietor and originally came from 
Wales. 

One of the authorities most generally quoted for the Judith Churchill 
tradition is the book “Virginia Genealogies” published in 1891 by Rev. 
Horace Edwin Hayden, where on page 253 he says that Col. William 
Churchill settled in Middlesex County about 1672, and married Hannah 
Harrison ; that his 2nd child Judith, born about 1690, married about 1710, 
Thomas Randolph and had William, b. 1712. Hayden cites as his au- 
thority The Richmond Critic II, 1. The trouble with Mr. Hayden’s above 
account is that the actual records show that he has confused Col. William 
Churchill with his son, Armistead Churchill. It was the son Armistead, 
and not the father, who married Hannah Harrison and as Armistead was 
not born until 1704, no daughter of his could have married Thomas Ran- 
dolph in 1710. We have seen also from the records referred to above 
that Col. William Churchill himself married the widow Wormeley 
October 5, 1703, and had no daughter named Judith; and no daughter 
of that marriage could have been more than 7 years old in 1710, the year 
when Hayden says that Judith Churchill married Thomas Randolph. 


In view of all the facts shown above the question may well be asked, 
what explanation can be given for the Judith Churchill tradition. It is 
said that every tradition has some basis of truth. In this instance the 
curious co-incidence and basis for the tradition exists that there was a 
Judith and she was a member of the household of Col. William Churchill, 
and she was the grandmother of Thomas Mann Randolph (1st) of Tucka- 
hoe; but she was the step-daughter instead of the daughter of William 
Churchill, her name was Judith Wormeley instead of Judith Churchill. 
She married Hon. Mann Page of Rosewell instead of Thomas Randolph 
of Tuckahoe and it was her daughter, Maria Judith Page, who married 
William, only son of the above Thomas Randolph of Tuckahoe, and 
father of Thomas Mann Randolph (Ist). Thus the latter had for his 
paternal grandmother Judith Fleming and for his maternal grandmother, 
Judith Wormeley, the step-daughter of William Churchill. The Randolph 
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family tradition seems simply to have mixed up these two “Judith” grand- 
mothers and changed William Churchill’s stepdaughter into his daughter. 

In connection with the foregoing account of the Tuckahoe Randolphs, 
it seems very desirable to append at least an outline sketch of the ancient 
and illustrious family of which they are a branch. It may be safely stated 
that few, if any, families in this country have been more prominent and 
more influential in the history and in the making of State and the Union 
than has this Randolph family of Virginia, and its blood descendants, 
bearing other names. For example, the mother of Thomas Jefferson was 
Jane Randolph of Dungeness, and her first cousin, Mary Isham Randolph, 
of Tuckahoe was the grandmother of Chief Justice John Marshall. Thus 
both these commanding figures in American history trace back to the same 
Randolph ancestor, William Randolph of Turkey Island, the founder of 
the family in Virginia, and he was likewise the ancestor of General Robert 
E. Lee. 

President Thomas Jefferson, in his Memoirs, says that his mother’s 
family trace their ancestry back into the early mists of Scottish and 
English history. Jefferson himself, apparently took very little interest 
in such matters, but the family traditions to which he refers go back in 
Scotland to Thomas Randolph, the Earl of Moray, who became the 
Lord Regent of Scotland. He was a nephew of Robert Bruce, Earl of 
Carrick, and later King of Scotland. He makes his first appearance in 
history at the fatal battle of Methven, and later in 1312 he surprised and 
took by a desperate assault Edinburg Castle which was supposed to be im- 
pregnable. The next year he was advanced to the command of the 
center of the Scottish Army at the decisive battle of Bannockburn and 
greatly distinguished himself by the defeat of Sir Robert Clifford, who 
had been detached by the English King to turn the flank of the Scottish 
army and relieve the siege of Stirling Castle; which, if successful, would 
have put an end to the war. 

Another noted member of the family in the Scotland of those days was 
Agnes Randolph, Countess of Dunbar. She was a great niece to Robert 
Bruce and the wife of the 9th Earl of Dunbar; and was known in legend 
and history as “Black Agnes of Dunbar’ f’rom her famous defense of 
Dunbar Castle against the English in 1337 during the absence of her 
husband. 

In England, it is recorded in “Domesday Book” that Thomas Randolph 
of Wiltshire was ordered in the year 1294 to render military service in 
person against the King of France. A John Randolph was a Burgess 
from Southampton in the year 1300 and in 1301 was ordered to muster 
troops at Berwick on Tweed. Richard Randolph was a Burgess from 
Liecester in 1305. John Randolph was an eminent Judge, and was an 
official in the English Exchequer in 1385. (App. Cyc. Am. Biog. Vol. V., 
p. 172). Sir Thomas Randolph, son of Avery Randolph, a Kentish Gen- 
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tleman, was principal of Pembroke College, Oxford, in 1549, then called 
Broadgates Hall. From 1560 to 1585, he served as the confidential diplo- 
matic agent of Queen Elizabeth at the Scottish Court, and also on various 
diplomatic missions to Russia and elsewhere; and he was the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in England for four years from 1586 until his death in 
1590 (Ency. Brit. 14th Ed. Vol. 18, p. 972). Thomas Randolph, the poet 
and dramatist, was born in Northamptonshire June 15, 1605, and died 
March 12, 1635. (Ency. Brit. 14th Ed. Vol. 18, p. 972). He was half 
brother to Henry Randolph and Uncle to William Randolph, the two 
first members of the family to migrate to Virginia. 


In the history of Bristol Parish, a footnote on page 213 states: “There 
was found among the papers of Sir John Randolph of Virginia ‘an old 
antique black-letter pedigree’ which thus deduced the descent of William 
Randolph of Turkey Island”: The statement following confirms in the 
main the account published in the Richmond Critic of September 3rd, 
1888, as follows: Robert Randolph of Hams, in Sussex, married Rosa 
Roberts, daughter of Thomas Roberts of Hawkhurst, Kent, and had 
William of Harris near Lewes, Sussex. He married Elizabeth, daughter 
of Thomas Smith of Newnham, Northamptonshire and had (1), Thomas 
the poet and dramatist, born at Newnham, June 15, 1605, fellow of 
Trinity College, Cambridge, died March 12, 1635; (2) Robert, B. A. of 
Christ Church, Oxford, Vicar of Barnetly, and afterwards of Donning- 
ton, Lincolnshire, published his brother’s poems 1640, died at Donnington 
July 7, 1671; (3) William, who by his fourth wife, Dorothy, daughter of 
Richard Law, had William. The Critic article assumes this William to 
have been the immigrant to Virginia, but the note in the History of 
Bristol Parish says this William was born November 27, 1623. Wil- 
liam Randolph and Dorothy Law had several children, among whom were 
(1) Henry, the emigrant, (2) Richard, the father of William Randolph 
of Turkey Island, and (3) William, (of the Critic article). Henry 
Randolph, the uncle of William R. of Turkey Island came to Virginia 
about 1650. He was clerk of Henrico County in 1656 and Clerk of the 
House of Burgesses from 1660 until his death in 1673. He married 
Judith Soane, daughter of Henry Soane, Speaker of the House of Bur- 
gesses and left one child, a son, Henry (1665-1693) who married Sarah 
Swann, daughter of Col. Thomas Swann of Swanns’ Point. The author 
is not advised whether any members of the Randolph name of this family 
are still living. Representatives of this family were Judge Peter Ran- 
dolph of the Virginia General Court (1812-1821), Joseph W. Randolph, 
the well known publisher in Richmond and his son, Major Norman V. 
Randolph. (The Richmond Critic 1888, Vol. 1, p. 2). 

William Randolph, the progenitor of our family line, came to Virginia 
about 1672, and was known as William Randolph of “Turkey Island”, 
from the name of his estate. Tradition says he was born in 1651 either 
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in Yorkshire or at or near the village or Moreton Morrell in Warwick- 
shire in England, but the author has not yet verified this tradition. The 
History of Bristol Parish says “Yorkshire”, but the inscription on his 
tomb says “of Warwickshire but late of Virginia”. His immediate an- 
cestry was as follows: Robert Randolph of Hams in Sussex, married 
Rose Roberts, daughter of Thomas Roberts of Hawkhurst, Kent; their 
son, William Randolph married Elizabeth Smith, daughter of Thomas 
Smith of Northamptonshire: and their third son, William Randolph, 
married Dorothy Law, a daughter of Richard Law, and widow of 
Thomas West, and had several children of whom Richard Randolph of 
Moreton Morrell and Henry Randolph, the above mentioned emigrant 
were two. This Richard Randolph married Elizabeth Ryland and one 
of their sons was our William Randolph of “Turkey Island”, who came 
to Virginia about 1672 and succeeded his Uncle Henry as Clerk of Hen- 
rico County in 1673. He purchased a large tract of land on the north 
side of the James River, about fifteen miles or so below the falls, which 
was called Turkey Island. There, tradition says, he built an imposing 
mansion of brick imported from England and with a high cupola; and 
there he lived until his death, April 11th, 1711; (The date inscribed on his 
tomb). He was for many years a member of the House of Burgesses 
and was speaker of the House in 1698; Attorney General of the Colony 
1694-98 ; member of the Council of the Colony, and one of the founders 
and trustees of William and Mary College. Arms: “gu upon a cross 
or, 5 mullets gu”, with two mottoes; “Nil Admirari” above and “Fari 
quae Sentiat” below. He married in 1680 Mary Isham, a daughter of 
Henry Isham, “of the antient and eminent family of Ishams of Northamp- 
tonshire”, and his wife Katherine Banks of Bermuda Hundred on the 
South side of James River. 


William Randolph and Mary Isham, his wife, of Turkey Island, the 
founders of the family, and sometimes termed, from the great number of 
their descendants, the Adam and Eve of Virginia, had seven sons and two 
daughters: (1) William, Jr., of “Turkey Island”; (2) Thomas of “Tuck- 
ahoe”; (3) Isham of “Dungeness”; (4) Richard of “Curles”; (5) Henry 
of “Longfield”; (6) Captain Edward, the Mariner; (7) Mary, married 
William Stith; (8) Sir John of “Tazewell Hall”, Williamsburg; (9) 
Elizabeth, married Richard Bland. This is not the order in which these 
children are listed in some genealogies, but after a careful comparison 
of records and dates, we consider the foregoing order to be the correct 
one. 


All of the sons took active and prominent part in the affairs of the 
Colony, and each received a large patrimony in the distribution of the 
great estate of their father. Most of them built fine houses and became 
known by the names of their estates. It is only possible here to make 
brief references to these various children and their descendants, as at 
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least five of the sons became founders of the several distinct branches of 
this wide spread Virginia family. The facts here stated in regard to 
them we believe to be thoroughly accurate as they are based on a re-ex- 
amination of County and Parish records, inscriptions and family papers, 
or taken from well recognized genealogical books and authorities; and a 
serious attempt has been made here to correct all the various errors that 
have been discovered in previous genealogies. 


I. “Turkey Island”, “Chatsworth” and Wilton Branch. 


William Randolph (2nd) of Turkey Island, the eldest son of the original 
Wm. Randolph of that place, was born there in November, 1681, and died 
October 19th, 1742, aged 61 years. (Inscription on tomb). He was 
known as “Councillor” Randolph; was Clerk of Henrico Court 1714, mem- 
ber of the Council 1727-28, and Treasurer of the Colony; He married 
June 22, 1709, Elizabeth Beverley, (b. Jan. 1, 1691, d. Dec. 26, 1723) 
daughter of Colonel Peter Beverley of Gloucester County, and had five 
children: (1) Beverley; (2) Peter; (3) William; (4) Mary; (5) Eliza- 
beth. (History of Bristol Parish). The above dates as to the birth, 
marriage and death of Elizabeth Beverley were, some years ago, on an 
ancient monument at Turkey Island. 


1. The first son, Beverley Randolph; Justice of Henrico from 1740, 
Burgess for the College (W. & M.) 1748-1751, was born at Turkey 
Island 1710, and resided there. He married Miss Lightfoot, a daughter 
of Francis Lightfoot of “Sandy Point”, and died without issue. 


2. The second son of “Councillor” Randolph was Peter Randolph of 
“Chatsworth”; Justice of Henrico from 1741, Clerk of House of Bur- 
gesses, Attorney General of Virginia, Treasurer of the Colony, Burgess 
1751, member of the Council 1764, Surveyor General of Customs for 
Middle District of North America, was born about 1712 and died in 
1764. He founded the estate of “Chatsworth” in Henrico and removed 
there and was known by its name. He married 1733 Lucy Bolling, 
daughter of Robert Bolling of Bollingbrook, and had three sons and one 
daughter. (a) Robert Randolph, the eldest, married Elizabeth Carter, 
daughter of Charles Carter of Shirley; (b) Beverley Randolph, the 
second son, Sept. 11, 1753, member Virginia Assembly during the 
Revolution, President Executive Council of Virginia 1787; succeeded 
Edmund Randolph as Governor of Virginia December Ist, 1788, and 
served three years. He was born at Chatsworth in 1753 and removed to 
“Green Creek” Cumberland County, where he died in 1797. He married 
’ Feby. 14, 1775, Martha Cocke and left issue; (c) William Randolph, the 
third son of Peter and Lucy Bolling Randolph, married Mary Skipwith, 
daughter of Sir William Skipwith and had issue; (d) daughter Ann 
Randolph married William Fitzhugh of Ravensworth. 
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3. William Randolph, third son of “Councillor” William Randolph; 
was Burgess for Goochland 1745-46, and Burgess for Henrico 1758-1761. 
He was born at Turkey Island about 1719 but removed to “Wilton” where 
he built a fine colonial residence that is still extant and has recently been 
removed for preservation, from its original site to Richmond, by the 
Virginia Society of the Colonial Dames of America. He married about 
1735 Anne Harrison, daughter of Benjamin and Anne Carter Harrison of 
Berkeley; and died at Wilton in 1761, leaving eight children: William, 
Peter, Harrison, Benjamin, Peyton, Anne, Elizabeth, and Lucy. (1) 
William Randolph, the eldest son, was born about 1736, and died young; 
(2) Peter Randolph, born in 1738, married first Mary Spotswood, daugh- 
ter of Governor Alexander Spotswood, and second, Mary Page of North 
End: but had no issue by either; (3) Harrison Randolph, third son of 
William Randolph, (1st) of Wilton was State Auditor in 1784; (4) Ben- 
jamin Randolph, fourth son of William of Wilton (History of Bristol 
Parish, p. 216); (5) Peyton Randolph of Wilton, fifth son of William 
(1st) of Wilton married Lucy Harrison of Berkeley and left issue; (a) 
William (2nd) of Wilton married Miss Andrews, (b) Richard Kidder 
Randolph married Anne Lyman (c) Peyton Randolph of Hampden 
Sydney College married Anne Innes, (d) Elizabeth Randolph married 
William Berkeley, State Treasurer; (6) Anne Randolph, sixth child and 
eldest daughter of William (1st) of Wilton, born 1740, married about 
1760 Benjamin Harrison of Brandon and died without issue; (7) Eliza- 
beth Randolph, born 1742, married about 1762, Philip Grymes of Bran- 
don, Middlesex and left no issue; (8) Lucy Randolph, born 1744, married 
about 1764 Lewis Burwell of Kings Mill, York County. No issue. 


4. Mary Randolph, born about 1718, fourth child of “Councillor” 
William Randolph, married John Price, a native of Wales, and had issue. 


5. Elizabeth Randolph, fifth child of “Councillor” William Randolph ; 
born in 1720, married Col. John Chiswell, Burgess for Hanover 1744- 
1758. They had four daughters but no son: (a) Susanna married first 
“Speaker” John Robinson, second Wm. Griffin; (b) Mary married Warner 
Lewis of Warner Hall; (c) Elizabeth married Charles Carter of Lud- 
low; (d) Lucy married Col. William Nelson of The Dorrill. (The His- 
tory of Bristol Parish, p. 215, says it was Mary who married Chiswell and 
Elizabeth who marrier Price. The name Chiswell was pronounced 
“Chizzle” and is believed to have been originally “De Choiseul”. 


Il. “Tuckahoe”—“Edgehill’ Branch, 


Thomas Randolph of “Tuckahoe”, second son of the original William 
Randolph of Turkey Island was born there in June, 1683. He settled on 
land about fifteen miles above the falls of James River and built between 
1714 and 1720 the noted old residence, still existing. He named his estate 
“Tuckahoe”, from the Indian name of the Creek flowing through it, and 
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resided there until his death in 1730. Goochland County, where the 
estate is located, was created in 1728, and he became the presiding Justice 
and the Lieutenant of the County. He married October 16th, 1712, 
Judith Fleming, daughter of Charles Fleming and Susanna Tarleton of 
New Kent County, and left three children: William, Judith and Mary 
Isham. There is some suggestion that there may possibly have been 
another daughter, but, if so, she does not appear on the records. 


1. William Randolph, eldest child, and only son of Thomas of Tuck- 
ahoe, was born in 1713, and died there in 1745; Burgess for Goochland, he 
patented a tract of 2400 acres in what afterward became Albemarle 
County adjacent to 2000 acres patented by his intimate friend Peter Jeffer- 
son, and he was the first Clerk of that County when it was created from 
Goochland in 1744. Prior to that time he was Clerk and later one of the 
Justices of Goochland County. He married in 1735 Maria (called Mary) 
Judith Page, second child and only daughter of Hon. Mann Page of 
Rosewell and Judith Wormeley, his first wife. William Randolph and 
Mary Page had four children (a) Maria Judith Randolph, born 1736, 
married about 1756, Edmund Berkeley, Jr. (his first wife) of Barn 
Elms, Middlesex County, eldest son of Col. Edmund Berkeley of that 
place and Mary Nelson, a daughter of “Scotch” Tom Nelson of Yorktown. 
They had one child, a daughter, Anne Berkeley, who married Joseph 
Clayton; (b) Mary Randolph, born at Tuckahoe 1738, married July 18, 
1763 (Doug. Reg., p. 141) Tarleton Fleming of Rock Castle in Gooch- 
land and had issue; (c) Thomas Mann Randolph (lst) of Tuckahoe, 
born there 1741 and died November 19, 1793. He was Vestryman for 
Northam Parish, Burgess for Goochland 1772, member of Convention 
1776, and of Colonial Committee of Safety, Delegate 1784-1788 ; Member 
of Virginia Assembly 1769-76 and Colonel in the American Revolution. 
He is referred to again below. 


2. Judith Randolph, second child of Thomas Randolph of Tuckahoe, 
and Judith Fleming, was born there about 1716 and married July 13, 1738, 
Rev. William Stith, (b. d. 1755), Minister of Henrico Parish 1736- 
1752, President of William and Mary College 1752 to 1755, and author of 
History of Virginia. He was a son of William Stith of Charles City 
County and Mary Randolph, daughter of the original William of Turkey 
Island, the Aunt to his wife. Issue: (a) Judith Stith, died single in 1773; 
(b) Elizabeth, married Dr. William Pasteur of Williamsburg, and died 
in 1792, without surviving issue; (c) Mary Stith, who died in 1816, never 
married. 3. Mary Isham Randolph, grandmother of Chief Justice John 
Marshall, was the youngest daughter of Thomas Randolph of Tuckahoe. 
She was born there about 1718-1720 and married about 1740 to Rev. 
James Keith. He was born in Scotland 1696, took part in the rebellion of 
1715 and fled to Virginia with his Uncle, Bishop Keith. He returned to 
England ana .ook holy orders, received the King’s Bounty for his trip 
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to Virginia on March 4, 1728/1729, and was minister of Henrico Parish, 
Curles Church, 1730-1733, when he went to Maryland. He returned in 
1736 and was minister of Hamilton Parish, Prince William County, 
(now in Fauquier), where he died in 1754. Issue: seven children: (1) 
James Keith, Clerk of Frederick County; (2) John Keith, married Miss 
Doniphan; (3) Thomas Keith; (4) Alexander Keith; (5) Isham Keith, 
Lieutenant in Third Virginia Regiment in the Revolution, married in 
1778 Charlotte Ashmore; (6) Mary Randolph Keith, married Col. Thomas 
Marshall, and was the mother of Chief Justice John Marshall; (7) 
Elizabeth Keith, married Edward Ford of Fairfax County and removed 
with him to Bourbon County, Kentucky. (The Richmond Critic, Notes 
to Genealogical Letter XV). 


The above mentioned Thomas Mann Randolph (lst) of Tuckahoe was 
born there 1741 and died November 20, 1793. (Doug. Reg. p. 343). He 
was married twice: first on November 18, 1761, to Anne Cary (1745- 
1789), oldest child of Col. Archibald Cary of Ampthill; and secondly, on 
September 15, 1790, to Gabriella Harvie, daughter of the prominent 
lawyer, John Harvie. By each of these wives he had a son to whom the 
name of Thomas Mann Randolph was given and this fact of there being 
three Thomas Mann Randolphs in life in one family about the same time 
has caused considerable confusion to genealogists. The two marriages 
also had the result, as we have seen above, of separating the Tuckahoe 
Branch of Randolphs into two distinct families; the Senior line being 
thereafter located at Edgehill in Albemarle County, and the Junior line 
continuing in occupancy and ownership of the Tuckahoe House. By his 
firt wife, Anne Cary, Thomas Mann Randolph (ist), had thirteen chil- 
dren, as follows: 


A. Mary Randolph, born August 9, 1762, died January 23, 1828, 
married Dec. 9, 1780, David Meade Randolph of Presque Isle 
on James River ; she was buried at Arlington ; 


Henry Cary Randolph, born Jan. 8, 1764, died March 13, 1765; 


C. Elizabeth Randolph, born June 19, 1765, married 1785, Robert 
Pleasants of Tilman; 

D. Thomas Mann Randolph (2nd), born October 1, 1768, removed 
to and founded “Edgehill” in Albemarle County, died at Mon- 
ticello June 20, 1828; See below. 

E. William Randolph of Chellowe, Cumberland Co. born January 
16, 1770, died May 5, 1848, married 1794 Lucy Bolling Randolph, 
b. Nov. 7th, 1775, (Doug. Reg.) daughter of Beverley Randolph, 
a son of Peter Randolph of “Chatsworth”. They had two sons 
(a) William Fitzhugh Randolph who married Jane Cary Har- 
rison of Clifton and (b) Thomas Beverly Randolph who mar- 
ried May 3lst, 1814, Miss Mayer of Pennsylvania and died 


oo 





VIRGINIA HISTORICAL MAGAZINE 


leaving twelve children of whom one son, William Mayer Ran- 

dolph, b. May 24th, 1815, removed to St. Louis, Mo. ; 

Archibald Cary Randolph born August 24th, 1771, died October 

3rd, same year; 

Judith Randolph, born November 24th, 1772, married 1793, her 

cousin Richard Randolph of “Bizarre”, brother of John Ran- 

dolph of Roanoke; 
. Anne Cary Randolph, (b. Sept. 16, 1774; d. May 28, 1837) 
married May 28, 1795, Gouveneur Morris of Morrisania, New 

York, U. S. Minister to France; 

Jane Cary Randolph (b. Dec. 17th, 1776; d. March 2nd, 1832) 

married 1797 Thomas Eston Randolph of Bristol, who inherited 

Dungeness; Four of her children settled in Florida; 

Dr. John Randolph of “Middle Quarter” (b. Sept. 11, 1779; d. 

August 19, 1834) married 1804 Judith Lewis of Amelia County, 

daughter of Col. William Lewis (born in Ireland 1724, died 

1811) an officer in the Colonial forces in the French and Indian 

Wars and a Colonel in the American Army in the Revolution; 

George Washington Randolph (b. Dec. 19, 1781; d. July 2, 

1783) ; 

Harriet Randolph (b. Nov. 24th, 1783; d. Dec. 1, 1839) married 

December 19, 1805, Richard S. Hackley of New York, U. S. 

Consul at Cadiz; 

Virginia Randolph (b. January 31, 1786; d. May 2nd, 1852) 

married August 28th, 1805, Wilson Jefferson Cary of “Carys- 

brook” a great nephew of President Jefferson. Among her 
children was Capt. Wilson Miles Cary, the historian and gene- 
alogist. 

Note :—The above dates for this family are taken from the old 
Tuckahoe Family Bible, which originally belonged to Ann Cary, 
first wife of Thomas Mann Randolph (Ist). After his death in 
1793, it passed to his daughter Ann Cary Randolph, who married 
Gouverneur Morris of New York in 1795. She bequeathed it, and 
also the old Family Prayer Book, to Ann Cary (Randolph) Jones, 
wife of William Strother Jones. She gave the Bible to their son 
Francis Buckner Jones and it then passed to his son, Randolph 
Jones, who sold it in 1898 to Mr. Harold Jefferson Coolidge, after 
his purchase of Tuckahoe; and so the old Book found itself back 
at its original home. 

Section A. Tuckahoe Randolphs—Sentor Line—Edgehill Family 

Oi the above children of Thomas Mann Randolph (1st) and Anne 
Cary; the eldest son, Thomas Mann Randolph (2nd) inherited a large 
part of his father’s estate including the 2400 acres in Albemarle County 
patented by his grandfather, William Randolph of Tuckahoe. He was 
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member of Congress 1803-07; Colonel 20th Infantry 1813; Governor of 
Virginia 1819-1821, and a Presidential Elector in 1825. He married 
February 23, 1790, Martha Jefferson (b. 1772, d. 1836) eldest child of 
President Thomas Jefferson. They settled at Tufton, one of Mr. Jeffer- 
son’s farms near Monticello, but about 1793 built the first house on the 
Albemarle lands, and named their estate “Edgehill” after the battlefield 
in England. They had twelve children: 


A. 


Anne Cary Randolph, b. Jany. 23, 1791, d. Feby. 7, 1826, m. 
Charles Bankhead. Issue (a) daughter, married John Carter; 
(b) Thomas M. R. Bankhead died in Arkansas without issue; 
(c) John Bankhead settled in Missouri and left issue; (d) 
William Bankhead removed to Alabama. 

Thomas Jefferson Randolph, eldest son, born Sept. 12, 1792, 
died at Edgehill October 7, 1875; married 1815 Jane Hollins 
Nicholas; (see Below). 

Ellen Randolph, born 1795, died an infant. 

Ellen Wayles Randolph born Oct. 1796, married 1824 Joseph 
Coolidge of Boston and left issue: (a) Joseph R. Coolidge, 
married Julia Gardiner; (b) Ellen R. Coolidge married Edmund 
Dwight; (c) Lieut. Sidney Coolidge, U. S. A. killed in Battle 
at Chattanooga 1864; (d) Algernon Coolidge, twin to Sidney, 
married Mary Lowell; (e) Thomas Jefferson Coolidge, Minis- 
ter to France, married Mehitabel (Hattie) Appleton; 
Cornelia Jefferson Randolph, born July 26, 1799, died single; 
Virginia Randolph, born August 30, 1801, married 1821, N. P. 
Trist who effected the treaty of Hidalgo Guadaloupe, after the 
Mexican War, in 1848. They had issue (a) Thomas Jefferson 
Trist; deaf mute, no issue; (b) Martha Jefferson Trist, mar- 
ried John Burke of Alexandria being his second wife and had 
seven children; (c) Dr. H. B. Trist, married Anna Waring of 
Savannah, Ga., and also had seven children. 

Mary Randolph, born November 3rd, 1803, died single ; 


James Madison Randolph, born at the “White House” in Wash- 


ington, D. C., January 16, 1806, died single January, 1834; 


Benjamin Franklin Randolph, born July 14, 1808, married Sarah 
Carter. Issue (a) Isaetta Carter Randolph, b. 1835, d. 1888, 
married James L. Hubard and left eight children; (b) Lewis 
Carter Randolph, b. 1838, d. 1887, married Jany. 29, 1867, Louisa 
Hubard, only daughter of Robert Thruston Hubard of Chellowe, 
Buckingham Co. and left eight children; (c) Robert Mann 
Randolph, b. 1849, married about 1885 Margaret Calhoun Harris, 


no issue ; 
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J. Meriwether Lewis Randolph, Secretary of the Territory of 
Arkansas 1835-6, born January 10th, 1810, died 1837, married 
in 1835 Elizabeth Martin, a step niece of President Andrew 
Jackson, and had one son, Lewis Jackson Randolph, who died 
young. 


. Septimia Ann Randolph, the seventh daughter and eleventh 
child, born Jany. 3, 1814, died Sept. 14, 1887, married Dr. David 
Scott Meikleham, a first cousin of Sir Walter Scott, and had 
(a) William Meikleham, b. 1839, d. 1889, married first 1865 
Fanny Cassidy and had four children; married second 1887 
Isabella Parlby Cuthbert, no issue; (b) Thomas Mann Ran- 
do!lph Meikleham b. 1840 died single 1922; (c) Esther, died in 
infancy; (d) Esther Alice Meikleham born in Glasgow, Scot- 
land, 1843, died single 1927; (e) Ellen Wayles Meikleham b. 
1846, d. 1913, never married. 


George Wythe Randolph born March 10, 1818, married 1852 
Mary E. Adams (the widow Pope) died without issue. He was 
a Brigadier General in the Confederate States Army and Secre- 
tary of War of the Southern Confederacy. He died April 4, 
1867. (The above dates for this family taken from the old 
Tuckahoe Family Bible). 


The above Thomas Jefferson Randolph of “Edgehill”, eldest son and 
second child of Governor Thomas Mann Randolph (2nd) of “Edgehill” 
and Martha Jefferson, was born September 12, 1792 and died at “Edge- 
hill” October 7, 1875, and was buried at Monticello. In 1828, he moved 
the old frame house built by his father and erected the well known brick 
mansion on its site. He was Presidential Elector in 1845 and President 
of the National Democratic Convention in Baltimore in 1873. He mar- 
ried March 10, 1815, Jane Hollins Nicholas (b. 1798, d. 1871) daughter 
of Governor Wilson Cary Nicholas of “Warren”, Albemarle County 
and had thirteen children, two of whom died in childhood, the others 
were: 


A. Margaret Smith Randolph, born 1816, died 1843, married her 
second cousin, William Mann Randolph, son of Dr. John Ran- 
dolph of “Middle Quarter” part of the Tuckahoe estate, and 
had (a) Jane Margaret Randolph (b. May 7, 1840, d. June 27, 
1914) married November 8, 1860, Edward Clifford Anderson, 
Jr., of Savannah, Ga., the father of this author. They left 
four surviving children; (b) William Lewis Randolph (b. 1842, 
d. 1892) married first Agnes Dillon of Savannah, Ga. and had 
five children, married second Margaret R. Taylor of “Lego”, 
Albemarle County, Va. No issue. 
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B. Martha Jefferson (Patsy) Randolph (b. 1817, d. 1857) married 
1838 John C. R. Taylor of Albemarle and had (a) Col. Bennett 
Taylor (1836-1898) married 1866 Lucy Colston and had six 
children; (b) Jane Randolph Taylor (1837-1917) single; (c) 
Susan Beverly Taylor (1839-1890) married John S. Blackburn 
of Alexandria and had two children; (d) Jefferson Randolph 
Taylor (b. 1842, d. ) Clergyman, married Mary Bruce 
and had two children; (e) Margaret Randolph Taylor, b. 1844, 
married William Lewis Randolph of Dunlora, his second wife, 
no issue; (f) Charlotte Taylor, died in infancy; (g) Stevens 
Mason Taylor (1847-1917) married Mary Mann Page and had 
three daughters; (h) Cornelia Jefferson Taylor born 1849, un- 
married; (i) Moncure Robinson Taylor, born 1851, married 
Lucy Willis and had one son; (j) Edmund Randolph Taylor, 
born 1853, married Julia Kennedy, and had four children. 


Cary Anne Nicholas Randolph, (1820-1857), married 1840, 
Frank Gildart Ruffin of Valley Farm, Albemarle, and had 
eight children: (a) Jefferson Randolph Ruffin, 1842-1908, died 
unmarried; (b) William Roane Ruffin ( -1899) married 
1868 Sally Walthall McIlwaine of Petersburg and had eight 
children; (c) Wilson Cary Nicholas Ruffin of Danville, mar- 
ried 1870, Mary Harvie and had seven children; (d) George 
Randolph Ruffin, removed to Texas, married Amarilla Bell and 
had two children; (e) Frank Gildart Ruffin, Jr. removed to 


Mobile, Ala. He married Margaret Ellen Henry and had seven 
children; (f) Eliza McDonald Ruffin (1853-1904) lived at 
Edgehill after her mother’s death, and died unmarried; (g) 
Cary Randolph Ruffin (1857-1910) lived at Edgehill, after his 
mother’s death and inherited it. Changed his name to Cary 
Ruffin Randolph, married Ethel Patterson and died without 
issue. 


Mary Randolph, died an infant. 

Mary Buchanan Randolph (1822-1884) was Principal of the 
well known Edgehill School for Girls. Never married. 

Ellen Wayles Randolph (1825-1896) married 1859, William B. 
Harrison of Upper Brandon, his second wife. Issue: (a) 
Jane Nicholas Harrison (1862-1926) married Alexander B. 
Randall of Baltimore and had one son; (b) Jefferson Randolph 
Harrison (1868-1931) never married. 

Maria Jefferson Carr Randolph (1826-1902) married 1848 
Charles Mason of King George County, and had (a) Jefferson 
Randolph Mason (1850-1888) removed to Texas, died unmar- 
ried; (b) Lucy Wiley Mason (1852-1922) married Edward 
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Jacqueline Smith and had two children; (c) John Enoch Mason 
(1854-1910) married Kate Kearney and had three children; 
(d) Wilson Cary Nicholas Mason (1858-1866). 

H. Caroline Ramsay Randolph (1828-1902), never married. 
Managed the Edgehill estate after her father’s death. 


Thomas Jefferson Randolph, Jr. (1829-1872), married first, 
1854, Mary Walker Meriwether, who died 1863, leaving six 
children: (a) Francis Meriwether Randolph (1854-1922( mar- 
ried Charlotte Nelson Macon and had four children; (b) Thomas 
Jefferson Randolph (3rd) (1855-1884) never married; (c) 
Margaret Douglass Randolph (1857-1880) never married; (d) 
Francis Nelson Randolph (1858-1880) single; (e) Jane Hollins 
Randolph (1861-1862); (f) George Geiger Randolph (1863- 
1893) single. T. J. Randolph (2nd) married secondly in 1865 
Charlotte Nelson Meriwether and had one child, Mary Walker 
Randolph, born 1866, married 1894, her cousin William Mann 
Randolph, son of Willizm Lewis Randolph and Agnes Dillon, 
and had eight children. 


Dr. Wilson Cary Nicholas Randolph, (1834-1907, married 
first Nannie Holladay and had four children: (a) Virginia 
Minor Randolph, born 1859, married 1884, George Scott Shackel- 
ford of Orange and had four children; (b) Wilson Cary 
Nicholas Randolph, Jr. (1861-1923) removed to Lynchburg, 


married Margaret Hager and left one child, John Hager Ran- 
dolph; (c) Mary Buchanan Randolph (1865-1900) never mar- 
ried; (d) Julia Minor Randolph, b. 1866, married 1891, William 
Porterfield and had four children. 

Dr. W. C. N. Randolph, Sr., married secondly, Mary Mc- 
Intire of Charlottesville by whom he had a daughter, Elizabeth 
MclIntire Randolph, b. 1893, married 1917, Capt. Thos. Jeffries 
Betts, U. S. A. 


Jane Nicholas Randolph (1831-1868) married May 24, 1854, 
Robert Garlick Hill Kean of Lynchburg and had four children: 
(a) Lancelot Minor Kean (1856-1931) married first May 11, 
1880, Elizabeth Tucker Prescott and had three sons, who died 
infants, and three daughters. He married secondly, October 3, 
1911, Martha Foster Murphy and had one son, Louis Randolph 
Kean, b. May 17, 1913; (b) Martha (Pattie) Cary Kean, b. 
April 11, 1858, married April 27, 1882, John Speed Morris (1858- 
1929) and had two sons and four daughters; (c) General Jeffer- 
son Randolph Kean, U. S. A. Medical Corps, b. 1860, married 
first Louise Hurlburt Young and had one daughter and one son. 
He married 2nd, March 24, 1919, Cornelia Knox. No issue; 
Robert Garlick Hill Kean, Jr., b. 1862, died 1883, single. 
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L. Meriwether Lewis Randolph (1837-1871); Captain C. S. A.; 
married Anna Daniel and had one child, Meriwether Lewis 
Randolph, Jr., b. 1870, d. 1876. 


Sarah Nicholas Randolph, b. Oct. 10, 1839, died unmarried 
April 25, 1892. Teacher and author; principal Patapsco Insti- 
tute, Ellicott City, Md.; and of Miss Randolph’s School for 
Girls, Eutaw Place, Baltimore. 


Section B—Tuckahoe Randolphs—J union Line-—Tuckahoe House Family 


The above named Thomas Mann Randolph (1st) of Tuckahoe, after 
the death of his first wife, Anne Cary, Mar. 6, 1789 (Doug. Reg. p. 343), 
married secondly, Sept. 15, 1790, a young girl of 18, Gabriella Harvie, 
daughter of Col. John Harvie of “Belvedere”, now Hollywood Cemetery 
at Richmond. He was member of Congress in 1778 and Register of the 
Land Office. By this marriage he had one son, Thomas Mann Randolph 
(3rd) and one daughter, Mary Jane Randolph, who died in infancy. Both 
of his sons, one by each wife, thus bore the same name. He died 1793, 
and she later married Dr. John Brockenbrough of Richmond. No des- 
cendants. 


His son by this second marriage, Thomas Mann Randolph (3rd) born 
at Tuckahoe 1791, died 1851, was also married twice. He married first 
Harriott Wilson (b. 1796, d. Jan. 22, 1822) a daughter of Thomas and 
Elizabeth (Vaughn) Wilson of West Lawn, Richmond, and had six 
children, viz: 


1. Mary Gabriella Randolph (b. , d. ) married John Biddle 
Chapman of Philadelphia, (son of Dr Nathaniel and Rebecca Biddle 
Chapman), and had two daughters: 


A. Mary Gabriella Chapman, married Bernard Luis de Potestad- 
Fornari, and had seven children: (a) Luis Emilio de Potestad, 
married Maria Cespedes, and had two sons; (b) Emily Mildred 
de Potestad married Carlo S. Caro, Count de Caltavoturo, and 
had two children; (c) Manuel Henry de P. died single; (d) 
John Henry de P., died single; (e) Robert E. Lee de Potestad, 
married Alice Lee George and had one daughter; (f) Mary 
Gabriella de Potestad married Richard Tilghman of Phila- 
delphia and had two children; (g) Marie Eugenie de Potestad 
died unmarried. 


B. Emily Louise Chapman married Prince Joseph Pignatelli d’Ara- 
gon, son of the Count Fuentes y Egmont. No children. 


2. Margaret Harvie Randolph (b. , d. 1891) married in 1830 
Francis Asbury Dickins (1804-1879) of Washington and “Ossian Hall” 
in Fairfax County, Va., son of Asbury Dickins, Secretary of U. S. Senate, 
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1836-1861, and Lilas Arnot, daughter of Hugo Arnot of Scotland. They 
had nine children: 


A. Mary Randolph Dickins, b. 1840, d. 1849. 


B. 


Francis Asbury Dickins, Jr., married Medora Braxton Garlick, 
daughter of Braxton and Mary C. (Webb) Garlick of “Water- 
loo”, New Kent Co., Va., and had a daughter, Medora Braxton 
Dickins, who married Benj. Watkins Lacy, Jr. 


Frances Margaret Dickins, died unmarried. 


Harriot Wilson Dickins married Henry Theodore Wight, son 
of Dr. Wight of Goochland County, and had (a) Hattie Ran- 
dolph Wight, b. 1867, d. 1869; (b) H. Theodora Wight, mar- 
ried John May Keim, son of George de Benneville Keim of 
Philadelphia, now of “Federal Hill” Fredericksburg, Va. 


Lilas Arnot Dickins, b. 1845, d. 1846. 
Ellen Arnot Dickins, b. 1847, d. 1855. 
Emily Dickens, b. 1852, d. 1852. 


(Thomas Mann) Randolph Dickins, Col. U. S. Marine Corps, 
married Minnie Viola Stinson. 


Albert White Dickins, 1855-1913, married 1887 Virginia Tucker 
Webb (born 1864) daughter of Captain William Augustine 
Webb (U. S. and Confederate States Navies) and his wife 
Elizabeth Anne Fleming of “Mannsville” Goochland County, 
Va., and had (a) Randolph Dickins, born St. Louis, Mo., in 
1890, Captain 7th U. S. Cavalry, 1919, retired; married Zoya 
Klementynowska of Warsaw, Poland; (b) Francis Asbury 
Dickins of Brooklyn, born St. Louis, Mo., 1892, married Has- 
seltine Marshall Moore (the widow Gayle); (c) Virginia 
Fleming Dickens, born 1893, now residing in Washington, D. C. 


3. John Brockenbrough Randolph, Lieutenant U. S. Navy; married 
Margaret Timberlake of Washington, D. C., and had two children: 


A. John Brockenbrough Randolph, Jr., married his first cousin, 


Gabriella Randolph White, daughter of Senator A. S. White, 
and had (a) Louise Randolph, married Harrison Osborne of 
New York; (b) Frances Howell Randolph, married Richard 
Percy Hines of Mobile, Ala., and had two children. 
Mary Gabriella Randolph married, first, Col. Myron H. Beau- 
mont of N. Y. and had a son Myron Holley Beaumont, who 
married Eva Kamera of Iowa. 

Mary Gabriella (Randolph) Beaumont married secondly Smith 
D. Fry of Iowa and had a daughter, Mary Dunbar Fry, who 
married first James Reed and secondly, Joseph Hartson. 
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4. Harriet Wilson Randolph (1822-1893) married Albert Smith White 
U. S. Senator from Indiana (1839-1845); U. S. District Judge 1864; 
and had four children. 


A. Albert S. White, Jr., married Julia Cox, daughter of Joseph 

Cox of Indianapolis and had two children: (a) Albert S. White, 
who married Ethel Webb of New Jersey and had two children; 
(b) Arthur Cox White, married Sue Perrin and had two chil- 
dren. 
Randolph White, married Nellie Rowe, daughter of Dr. Rowe 
of Illinois and had four children: (a) Randolph White, Jr., 
unmarried; (b) Harriot White, married Royal Grosenbaugh 
and had two children; (c) Charles Russell White, married 
Blanche Jamison and had three children; (d) Herbert White 
married Pearl and had a son. 


Frances Howell White (1849-1895) married, 1869, Silenus de 
Witt Parsons of Minnesota and had two surviving children: 
(a) Charles Francis Parsons, born January 18, 1872, Justice 
U. S. Supreme Court of Hawaii, retired and resides in Hono- 
lulu and unmarried; (b) John Randolph Parsons, born May 24, 
1892, married May 16, 1915, Mary Sinclair Battey, daughter of 
Dr. Henry Halsey Battey of Rome, Ga., and has two sons, (1) 
John Randolph Parsons and (2) Robert Battey Parsons. 


D. Mary Gabriella White married her first cousin, John Brocken- 


brough Randolph, Jr., g. v. Supra for their descendants. 


5. and 6. Elizabeth Wilson Randolph and Harriet Hackley Randolph, 
both died in infancy. 

Thomas Mann Randolph (3rd) of Tuckahoe, after the death of his 
first wife, Harriot Wilson, married secondly, Lucinda Anne Patterson of 
New York and had nine children. 

1. Thomas Mann Randolph (4th) died in childhood. 

2. Henry Patterson Randolph married first Louise Dempsey of New 
York who died without issue, and he married secondly, Ellen Wierman 
by whom he had a son, Paul Randolph, who married first, Gertrude Beale- 
Reed (no children). 

3. Allan Randolph, died unmarried in St. Louis. 

4. and 5. Louisa Gabriella Randolph and Robert Livingston Randolph, 
both died in infancy. 

6. Clara Haxall Randolph married William Key Howard of Balti- 
more, son of Dr. William Howard, and had three children: 

A. William Key Howard, Jr., married Florence Lamar Moore of 
Georgia and had (a) John Lamar Howard, married May 
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and had two children; (b) Clark Howard married Ross Hill 
and had two children; (c) Francis Key Howard; (d) Betsy 
Howard. 

Allan Randolph Howard married Fannie Lightfoot Smith, 
daughter of William Augustine and Mittie Robb Smith, and 
had two children: (a) Frances Randolph Howard, married her 
cousin, Robert G. Robb of “Gaymont”, Caroline Co., Va., and 
had two children; (b) William Key Howard. The above Allan 
Randolph Howard married secondly Margaret Frost (no chil- 
dren). 


C. Clarence Randolph Howard, married Mary French. 


7. Mary Louisa Randolph married George Washington Mayo of 
Richmond, son of Edward C. Mayo and had five children: 

A. George D. Mayo, married Laura Rutherfoord, daughter of 

Thomas Rutherfoord and had two children: (a) Laura Ruther- 
foord Mayo; (b) Thomas Mann Randolph Mayo. 
Louise Mayo married H. Burton Gay and had two children: (a) 
Louise Gay, married Leonard Moore; (b) H. Burton Gay, Jr. 
Arthur Randolph Mayo married Kitty Wilson of New York 
and has a son Randolph Mayo. 

D. Adeline Livingston Mayo married Frederick Pomeroy Palen 
and has a son, Frederick Pomeroy Palen, Jr. 


E. Lewis Randolph Mayo, unmarried. 


8. Arthur Randolph, married in Scotland, where he was educated and 
moved to New Zealand; had two daughters, one of whom, Clara Ran- 
dolph, married Alfred Bailey and has a son, 


9. Jane DeHart Randolph married Robert Carter Harrison and had 
two children: (a) Randolph Harrison; (b) Howard Harrison. 


Thomas Mann Randolph (3rd) was the last of the name to own 
Tuckahoe. He fell into financial difficulties and sold the place in 1830 to 
Hezekiah Wight, who sold it in 1850 to Joseph Allen. It remained 
in the Allen family till 1898 when it was sold for debt and was 
bought in by Joseph Randolph Coolidge of Boston, Mass., the great 
great grandson of the first Thomas Randolph of Tuckahoe, through 
the marriage of Ellen Wayles Randolph in 1824 to Joseph Coolidge. 
The Coolidge family held the property until the death of Mr. Harold 
Jefferson Coolidge in 1934; and in the distribution of his estate, Tucka- 
hoe was again sold September 30, 1935, to John Hopkins Baker, Jessie 
Gresham Baker and Isabelle Ball Baker by deed recorded in Goochland 
County records in Deed Book 66, page 298, et seq. 
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Ill. “Dungeness” Branch. 


Isham Randolph of “Dungeness”, in Goochland County, was born at 
“Turkey Island” in January, 1685. The inscription on his tomb says he 
was the third son of William and Mary (Isham) Randolph of that place, 
and that he died in November, 1742, aged 57 years. In his early man- 
hood he was for several years after 1708 the Colonial Agent for Virginia 
in England. He married in London in 1717 or 1718 Jane Rogers, a 
daughter of Charles Rogers and Jane Lilburne, of the same family as the 
noted John Lilburne of the Bishopric of Durham. After his final return 
to Virginia he settled in Goochland, on the James River and built an im- 
posing mansion on what was then virtually the frontier of the Colony, 
and named his place “Dungeness”. He took an active and prominent part 
in Virginia affairs; was a Justice for his County, a member of the House 
of Burgesses, Adjutant General and then Lieutenant General of the 
Colony. He left six daughters and three sons: 


1. Jane Randolph, born in London about 1720, was married in 1739 to 
Peter Jefferson of Henrico County. Their marriage bond is dated Oc- 
tober 3rd, 1739, and is recorded in Goochland County. They had eight 
children: (1) Jane (1740-1765), died unmarried; (2) Mary ( ) 
married Col. John Bolling of Chesterfield and left issue; (3) Thomas 
Jefferson (1743-1826) author of the Declaration of American Indepen- 
dence and third President of the United States, married Jany. 1, 1772, 
Martha (Wayles) Skelton, daughter of John Wayles, and widow of 
Bathurst Skelton, and had (a) Martha Jefferson (1772-1836) married 
1790 Thomas Mann Randolph II, Governor of Virginia, and left issue 
(b) Maria Jefferson (1778-1804) married John Wayles Eppes and left 
issue; (4) Elizabeth Jefferson (1744-1773) died single; (5) Martha Jef- 
ferson (1746-1811) married Dabney Carr and left issue; (6) Lucy Jef- 
ferson ( ) married Charles Lewis, Jr., and left issue; (7) Anna 
Scott Jefferson ( ) married Hastings Marks and left issue; 
(8) Randolph Jefferson (1755-1815) married first, 1781, Anna Lewis and 
had five sons and one daughter. 


2. Mary Randolph, born about 1723, married in 1746 Charles Lewis of 
“Buck Island”, and left issue. Their marriage bond is dated July 15, 
1746. Their daughter Ann married Randolph Jefferson, (his first wife) 
the brother of President Jefferson; and their son, Charles, Jr., married 
Lucy Jefferson. 

3. Isham Randolph born about 1725, married in Pennsylvania, but died 
without issue (Edgehill Roll). Several genealogies give his name as 
Thomas Isham and omit the fact that he had a brother Thomas. The 
Will of Jane (Rogers) Randolph, dated December 5, 1760, and probated 
in Goochland County, July 21, 1761, (Cabells and Their Kin, p. 239) 
shows that she had three sons, Isham, William and Thomas, for the Will 
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devised Dungeness to each of them successively in turn in case either died 
without male issue. (See also, History of Bristol Parish, p. 216). 


4. William Randolph born about 1727, removed to Bristol, England, 
where he married a Miss Elizabeth Little, and resided there. Left issue. 
Their son, Thomas Esten Randolph, married Jane Randolph of Tuckahoe, 


q. V. 

5. Thomas Randolph, born about 1728, married (1768) Jane Cary. 
(See Douglass Register, page 216, and History of Bristol Parish). 
She was a daughter of Col. Archibald Cary of Ampthill and Mary Ran- 
dolph, his wife, daughter of Richard Randolph of Curles. They had 
four children: (1) Archibald Cary Randolph, Captain 12th U .S. Infan- 
try, 1812; born about 1769, married Lucy Burwell, a daughter of Col. 
Nathanael Burwell of Clarke County and had six children; (2) and (3) 
Isham Randolph and Thomas Randolph, twins. The Douglass Register, 
p. 283, says these twins were born March 27, 1771, and baptized April 
15, 1771. Isham removed to Richmond and married Nancy Coupland by 
whom he had four children. Thomas, the other twin, married first Miss 
Mary Skipwith, and had one daughter, Elizabeth, who married E. S. 
Symington of Indianapolis. He married second, Miss Catherine Law- 
rence and left a daughter, Mary, who married William Sheets of Indiana 
and left issue. Thomas Randolph was killed in the battle of Tippecanoe 
Nov. 5, 1811; (4) Mary Randolph born Feby. 1, 1773, married March 20, 
1790, her cousin, Randolph Harfison of Clifton, Cumberland County and 
had fourteen children. 


6. Elizabeth Randolph, born about 1730, married about 1750, John 
Railey of Chesterfield County and removed with him to Kentucky. See 
Douglas Register, p. 282, for a list of their nine children with names 
and dates. 

7. Dorothea Randolph, born 1732, married October 14, 1751, (Douglass 
Register, p. 51) John Woodson, member of House of Burgesses from 
Goochland County. Their marriage bond is dated October 8th, 1751, and 
the granting of the license is consented to for her by her guardian, Peter 
Jefferson, and consented to for the groom, though over 21 years of age, 
by his mother, then Mrs. Mary Farrar. Dorothea (Randolph) Woodson 
died Feby. 2nd, 1794, (Douglas Register, p. 346). Left issue. 


8. Anne Randolph, born about 1735, was married three times; (1) on 
November 28, 1751, to Daniel Scott by whom she had no issue (Doug. 
Reg.). Their marriage bond is dated November 26, 1751; (2) to Jona- 
than Pleasants on June 14, 1759 (Doug. Reg.) by whom she had two 
children, Samuel and Jane; (3) to James Pleasants, by whom she also 
had two children: (a) James Pleasants, Governor of Virginia and (b) 
Susan Pleasants, who married George Webster. 
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9. Susanna Randolph born September 25th, 1738, (Doug. Reg., p. 
282) married November 9th, 1760, (Doug. Reg.) Carter Henry Harrison 
of Clifton, Cumberland County, a grandson of “King” Carter. Their mar- 
riage bond is dated November 7, 1760. They had six children, one of 
whom, Robert Harrison, removed to Kentucky and married Ann Cabell 
and left issue. They were the grandparents of the late Carter H. Har- 
rison, the well known Mayor of Chicago. 

IV. “Curles” or “Curles Neck” Branch. 


Richard Randolph of “Curles”’, or “Curls Neck”, fourth son of William 
Randolph (1) of “Turkey Island” was born there about May, 1686, and 
died in England, December 17, 1748 (See Brock’s Notes to Vestry Book 
Henrico County). He settled on part of the Curles Plantation left him 
by his father, and also inherited an additional part from his brother, 
Henry. He was a member of the House of Burgesses and succeeded his 
brother William as Treasurer of the Colony. He married about 1714, 
Jane Bolling (1704-1766) a daughter of John and Mary (Kennon) Boll- 
ing of “Cobbs”. His wife was the fourth generation in direct descent 
from Pocahontas. They had seven children: 


1. Richard Randolph, Jr., one of the Justices of Henrico and a mem- 
ber of the House of Burgesses was born at Curles in 1715 and died June 
6, 1786, age 71. He married about 1750 Anne Meade of Nansemond 
County, born 1731, died December 9, 1814, age 83. Left issue: (1) 
Richard Randolph married Maria Beverley of Blandfield; (2) David 
Meade Randolph (1769-1830) married Mary Randolph of Tuckahoe; (3) 

rett Randolph married Lucy Beverley of Blandfield; (4) Ryland Ran- 
dolph married Elizabeth Frazier; (5) Susanna Randolph, b. 1752, married 
Benjamin Harrison of Berkeley (his first wife) and died December 9, 
1814; (6) Jane Randolph married Archibald Bolling; (7) Ann Randolph 
married Brett Randolph, Jr.; (8) Elizabeth Randolph married David 
Meade; (9) Mary Randolph married William Bolling of Licking Hole; 
(10) Sarah Randolph married William Newburne. 


2. Mary Randolph born 1727, died November 25, 1781, (Hist. Bristol 
Parish, p. 216) ; married May 31, 1744, Col. Archibald Cary of Ampthill, 
Chesterfield County, the distinguished Revolutionary patriot. They had 
eight children: (a) Anne Cary, b. 1745, married Nov. 18, 1761, Thomas 
Mann Randolph (1) of Tuckahoe; (b) Mary Cary, b. 1747, d. 1748; (c) 
Jane Cary, b. Feby. 12, 1751, married 1768, Thomas Randolph of Dun- 
geness; (d) Sarah Cary, b. Feby. 23, 1753, married 1773 Bolling; 
(e) Eliza Cary, b. April 9, 1755, d. Aug. 2, 1775, single; (f) Henry Cary, 
only son, b. March 2, 1756, d. May 17, 1758; (g) Mary Cary (II), b. 
Dec. 4, 1766, married Major Carter Page of The Fork (his first wife) ; 
(h) Elizabeth Cary, b. 1770, married July, 1787, Robert Kincaid. 
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3. Jane Randolph born about 1729, married about 1750 Anthony Walke 
of “Fairfield” Princess Anne County and left issue. One of their chil- 
dren was the Rev. Anthony Walke. 


4. Brett Randolph, born about 1732, died 1759. Settled in Gloucester- 
shire, England, and married Mary Scott of London. Left issue. 


5. John Randolph of “Mattoax’ ’born 1739, died October 28, 1775, 
married 1769, Frances Bland, daughter of Col. Theoderic Bland of “Caw- 
sons”. Removed to Roanoke in Charlotte County and left issue: (1) 
Richard Randolph of “Bizarre” born 1770, married 1790, his cousin 
Judith Randolph, a daughter of Thomas Mann Randolph (I) of Tucka- 
hoe and left issue; (2) Theoderic Bland Randolph, born 1771, died 1792, 
unmarried; (3) John Randolph of Roanoke born June 3, 1773, died un- 
married in Philadelphia May 24th, 1833, after a brilliant career in the 
United States Congress and Senate; (4) Jane Randolph. 


6. Elizabeth Randolph ( ) married Col. Richard Kidder 
Meade of “Coggins Point”, a distinguished Revolutionary officer, who, 
by his second marriage, was the father of Bishop Meade. 


7. Ryland Randolph, a Justice of Henrico. He purchased the old 
original family homestead at Turkey Island and died unmarried. The 
inscription on the monument he erected to his father and mother at Turkey 
Island says he was their third son, but gives no date. 


V. Henry Randolph of Longfield, part of Curles, fifth son of William 
Randolph (Ist) of Turkey Island born about October, 1687. He was a 
Jestryman and Warden of Bristol Parish in 1720, and died unmarried in 
England. He devised his part of the Curles Estate, received under his 
father’s will, to his brother Richard of Curles. 


VI. Captain Edward Rendolph, sixth son of William Randolph (1st) 
of Turkey Island, was born there in 1690, and married about 1717 or 
1718 Miss Groves of Bristol, England, reputed to be an heiress. He was 
in the Marine service and his family divided both their time and their 
residence between the Colony and England. (The Richmond Critic, 
1888, Vol. 1, p. 2). Issue: (1) Joseph Randolph, died unmarried; (2) Ed- 
ward Randolph, married Lucy, daughter of Benjamin Harrison of Berke- 
ley; (3) Elizabeth Randolph, married Rev. William Yates, President of 
William and Mary College; (4) Mary Randolph, married Reverend 
Robert Yates. Their daughter, Catherine, married Dr. Robert Wellford, 
a Surgeon, in the British Army, who settled in Fredericksburg. 


VII. Mary Randolph, seventh child and oldest daughter of William 
Randolph (1st) of Turkey Island was born there abount 1692 and mar- 
ried about 1712 Captain William Stith of Charles City County, a son of 
Captain John Stith, who was disfranchised by the Bacon General Assem- 
bly of 1676 on the charge of being one of the chief causes of all their 





GENEALOGY 85 


grievances; Issue (a) Rev. William Stith who married his first cousin, 
Judith Randolph of Tuckahoe ; (b) John Stith of Charles City; (c) Mary 
Stith married Rev. William Dawson, D. D., President of William and 
Mary College; Commissary for the Bishop of London in Virginia, and 
member of the Council. 

VIIL Williamsburg—‘Tazewell Hall” Branch. 

Sir John Randolph (Knight) eighth child of William Randolph (1st) 
of Turkey Island was born there in April, 1693, and died March 5th, 1737, 
leaving four children. (Obituary in Virginia Gazette of March 11th, 1737). 
He removed to Williamsburg where he built his well known mansion of 
“Tazewell Hall” which is still in existence. On a mural tablet to his 
memory in William and Mary College, which was destroyed by fire in 
1859, he was termed “Johannes Randolph, Eques”. It is therefore proper 
to call him Sir John. He was the King’s Attorney General for the 
Colony; Speaker of the House of Burgesses, and also was Treasurer 
of the Colony. He was buried in the crypt of the Chapel of William 
and Mary College. He married about 1718 Susanna Beverley, daughter 
of Peter Beverley of Gloucester County and sister of Elizabeth, his 
brother William’s wife. He left the following children: 


1. John Randolph, born at Williamsburg, 1727, and was Attorney 
General of the Colony. He married about 1752 Arianna Jennings, 
daughter of Edmund Jennings of Annapolis, Maryland, who was Attorney 
General for both Maryland and Virginia. 

The children of John and Arianna (Jennings) Randolph were: (A) 
Edmund Jennings Randolph, born August 10th, 1753, died September 
12th, 1813. He was personal aide de camp to General Washington in 
1775; Governor of Virginia 1786-1788; first Attorney General of the 
United States 1789-1790; Secretary of State of the U. S. 1794-1795. 
He married August 29th, 1776, Elizabeth Nicholas ( ) daughter 
of Robert Carter Nicholas, Speaker of the House of Burgesses and 
Treasurer of Virginia. They had one son and three daughters: (1) 
Peyton Randolph, born , died December 26, 1828; removed to Rich- 
mond and was clerk and reporter of the Virginia Supreme Court until 
his death. He married Maria Ward, daughter of Benjamin Ward, Jr., 
of Chesterfield and left issue; (2) Susan Randolph ( ) married 
J. Bennett Taylor of Albemarle Co. and left issue; (3) Edmonia Ran- 
dolph ( ) married John L. Preston of Rockbridge and left is- 
sue; (4) Lucy Randolph (1790-1847) married Judge Peter Vivian 
Daniel of Stafford Co., U. S. Judge in Richmond and left issue. (B) 
Susan Randolph ( ) married John Randolph Grymes and left 
issue. (C) Arianna Randolph ( ) married in England Captain 
James Wormeley and was the mother of Rear Admiral Ralph Randolph 
Wormeley of the British Navy, and had three daughters, each of whom 
married in this country. 
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2. Peyton Randolph, second son of “Sir John”, was born in 1722, and 
died in Philadelphia October 22nd, 1775, while a member of the U. S. 
Congress. He was Attorney General of Virginia 1748;0 Speaker Vir- 
ginia House of Burgesses 1766; Chairman of the Virginia Committee 
on Correspondence 1773; elected to the Congress of the U. S. 1774, and 
was unanimously elected President of the first American Congress, which 
framed the Constitution of the United States; President of the Virginia 
Convention of 1775, and re-elected to the U. S. Congress in that year. 
He married ( ) Elizabeth Harrison, daughter of Benjamin Har- 
rison of Berkeley but left no issue. 


3. Beverley Randolph, third son of “Sir John” ( ) married 
Miss Wormeley of Middlesex County. 


4. Mary Randolph, fourth child of “Sir John” ( ) married 
about 1743 Philip Grymes of Brandon, Middlesex County, and left four 
children: (A) Philip Grymes, Jr. ( ) married about 1762 
Elizabeth Randolph (b. 1742- ) a daughter of William Randolph (1) 
of Wilton and left issue; (B) Lucy Grymes ( ) married 1761 
Governor Thomas Nelson of Yorktown and left issue; (C) Susan 
Grymes ( ) married Nathaniel Burwell of “The Grove”, York 
County, and had issue; (D) Mary Grymes ( ) married about 
1777 Robert Nelson of “Malvern Hill”, Charles City Co., a brother of 
her sister Lucy’s husband, and left issue. 


IX. Elisabeth Randolph, youngest child of William Randolph of 
Turkey Island, was born there about 1695, and died January 22, 1719 
(Brock). She married about 1711 Richard Bland of Jordan’s Point on 
James River (his second wife); and she was the great-great-grand- 
mother of General Robert E. Lee. Among her children were: (1) Mary 
Bland, b. 1712, md. 1728, Henry Lee of Lee Hall; (2) Richard Bland, 
Jr., of Jordan’s Point; member of the Virginia House of Burgesses, of 
the Virginia Convention of 1775, and of the First American Congress at 
Philadelphia; (3) Theoderic Bland, b. 1720. All her children left issue. 





WAS WILLIAM HILL A BROTHER OF MARY READ? HIS 
CHILDREN AND GRANDCHILDREN 


By F. L. Morrts 


William Hill of Brunswick and Lunenburg Counties, Va., had so 
many contemporaries of the same name that a few words to identify 
him seem appropriate. He patented land in Brunswick County, Va., in 
1741, and lived on this land with his wife Catherine. He married second 
Priscilla Embry, and third Sarah Lanier, who survived him. All his 
children but one settled in North Carolina. Evidence is here given that 
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his mother was named Margaret, and it is known that Isaac Hill married 
Margaret Jenings in Middlesex County, Va., in 1708. The Read family 
has a tradition that Mary Hill, who married Col. Clement Read, was a 
daughter of Isaac Hill and Margaret Jenings. Col. Clement Read was 
clerk of Lunenburg County, Va., and William Hill was one of its first 
magistrates. 





January 30, 1741, William Hill patented 721 acres in Brunswick 
County, Va., which on the formation of Lunenburg County in 1746, fell 
within its borders. Lunenburg Court, at January term, 1749/50, ap- 
pointed “William Hill, Gent.”, surveyor of the road leading from “Capt. 
Mitchell’s landing to the Court House”, which passed through or very 
near by the Mitchell’s Creek patent. In 1754, William Hill resided here 
with his wife Catherine (deposition). March 25, 1768, William Hill 
of Carteret County, N. C., divided this same tract of 721 acres between 
his sons John and Major, 291 and 430 acres, respectively (Mecklenburg 
Deeds, 2, pp. 146-7). Mecklenburg County, formed in 1764, had taken 
in this Mitchell’s Creek patent. December 8, 1772, John Hill deeded this 
721 acres to John Potter, stating that it had been patented by William 
Hill in January, 1741 (Mecklenburg Deeds 3, p. 497). 


May 29, 1760, William Hill patented 224 acres adjoining his Mitchell’s 
Creek patent, and July 16, 1764, giving his residence as Carteret County, 
N. C., he sold this 224 acres to Harwood Jones (Lunenburg Deeds 10, 
p. 18) and his wife Priscilla relinquished dower rights (Lunenburg Deeds 
10, p. 150). He had married Priscilla Embry in 1758, but nothing has 
been found to show that she ever moved from her home in Brunswick 
County, Va., to North Carolina. 


September 8, 1791, William Hill wrote his will in Brunswick County, 
Va., naming sons John, Isaac, Thomas, Joseph, and daughters Elizabeth 
Lanier and Priscilla Williams (original will). He died in August, 1799, 
and a chancery suit over his estate discloses that his son Major had died 
in 1772 and that his daughter Elizabeth Lanier also died before her 
father. His son John, then of Duplin County, N. C., made a deposition 
that the slaves belonging to Major Hill had been taken after his death 
into North Carolina and divided among John, Isaac and Thomas Hill 
and Burwell Lanier (husband of Elizabeth). Joseph and Priscilla, then 
under age, received none of Major’s slaves, but John Hill said he had 
secured himself against loss by exacting a bond from Isaac and Thomas 
Hill and Burwell Lanier in case the younger children should ever suc- 
cessfully claim part. These two younger children were by William Hill’s 
second wife, Priscilla. These chancery papers also disclose depositions 
from Thomas Hill and Burwell Lanier and the division of the estate. At 
the time of his death, William Hill resided in the vicinity of Waqua 
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Creek and Concord Presbyterian Church, just south of the Nottoway 
River in Brunswick County, Va., and he had an ordinary on the road. 


WILLIAM HItu’s PARENTAGE 


The following note, found among old papers in the Clerk’s office of 
Lunenburg County, appear to name the mother of our William Hill: 
Dear Son 
please to pay to Clement Read four pounds and you'll 
oblige— 
Yor. Affectionate mother 
Margaret Randle 
10th Octr 1749 
To 
Mr William Hill 
Margaret Randle 
On the reverse side is: 


Mrs. Randle 
on Wm. Hill 
Note for £4 
CM. 
Margaret Randle’s signatures are both in the same handwriting, while 
the other portions of the note were written by someone else, probably an 
agent of Clement Read who loaned Mrs. Randle the money. William 


Hill at that time was one of the justices of Lunenburg County. Clement 
Read’s wife is known to have been Mary Hill, whose mother is thought 
to have been Margaret Jenings, who married Isaac Hill July 28, 1708, in 
Middlesex County, Va. (Christ Church Parish Register). Apparently 
this draft on William Hill was never paid or it should not still be in the 
office where Clement Read was Clerk from 1746 till his death in 1764. 
It is possible that William Hill was never notified of this draft because 
Clement Read decided not to collect a loan to his own mother-in-law! 


There was a Margaret Randle in Spotsylvania County, Va., in this 
period, whose husband was Nicholas, the surname being confused fre- 
quently by the clerks with Randolph and Randall. January 27, 1743, 
Nicholas and Margaret Randolph (making their marks) of Spotsylvania, 
deeded land in St. George’s Parish. Nicholas Randle died in 1748 and his 
wife, Margaret, was made administratrix (Spotsylvania Wills A, p. 471). 
What became of her is unknown except that she witnessed a deed in 
Spotsylvania in November, 1749 (Va. Co. Records, Vol. 1, p. 180). 

Had Isaac Hill’s widow Margaret married Nicholas Randle? Isaac 
Hill was in King and Queen County from 1704 till 1722, but probably 
moved to Caroline County, where he died on Polecat Creek about the 
year 1732. On May 4, 1721, Isaac Hill, Gent., bought of Joseph Hail and 
John Hammond 400 acres of land on the south branches of Polecat in 
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the County of King William (King William Rec., 2, 1721-1722, p. 29). 
This location is in that part of King William set off in 1727 to form 
part of Caroline County. About the same time Isaac Hill sold to Joseph 
Hail land in King William which he had held since 1704 (King Wm. 
Rec., 2, p. 17), getting 3,000 pounds of tobacco more for this than he 
paid Hail for the land on Polecat. There are no records left in King and 
Queen, but it is reasonable to suppose that Isaac Hill sold out there, for 
he is not heard from again. June 13, 1734, Clement Read, as administra- 
tor of Isaac Hill, brought suit in Caroline County against Wm. Dillon 
and Margt Hulett. Hulett’s postoffice is in Caroline in the same region 
as Polecat Creek. There are no deed records left in Caroline for that 
period. 
Also among the Lunenburg papers is a paper entitled on the back: 
“Mr. Clmt Reads Acct £23 15s 2¥%4d 


W Hill’s propo. of Garrat’s Accot.” 


The first item in this account, dated April, 1733, is “To cash paid in 
Brunswick County.” Then follow items of the year 1733 showing cash 
paid to Josiah Randle, Aaron Quarles, Henry Morris for 7 pairs of 
shoes and 7 suits of clothes for slaves. Under date of 1734 is an item, 
“To cash paid to Capt. Hill on accot. of W. Hill 13s 6d.” An item at 
the end of the statement allows a charge against two-thirds of the total, 
interpreted to mean that “W. Hill” had no brothers and drew all but 


his mother’s third. His sister, Mary Read, got nothing, assuming that 
William Hill and Mary Read were children of Isaac Hill and Margaret 
Jenings. 

Another item in Clement Read’s account, dated 1735, is “To lhhd 3/ 
& carrying ye negroes to Brun’k £1 4s 8d,” interpreted to mean that the 
slaves were transported from the old home of W. Hill’s father to Bruns- 
wick County in 1735, six years before William Hill patented the land 
on Mitchell’s Creek. Items for the year 1736 are of money paid to or 
received from Will Clements, Capt. John Aylett, Capt. Jos. Temple, and 
“Capt. Hill’s Taylor.” The latter item is also found in Garrat’s account, 
folded in the Read account but not dated. 

Among names found in the Clement Read account, Josias Randle mar- 
ried Jane Johns in King William County prior to 1703. John Randall 
of Brunswick named a son Josias in his will, 1755. Josias Randall pat- 
ented land in Lunenburg in 1748 but is mentioned in order books as 
early as 1746, and at the first meeting of the vestry of Cumberland Parish 
(Lunenburg) he was named one of the readers, and in William Hill’s 
tithables for 1757, “Josiah Randle” is listed——member of the household, 
possibly overseer. Capt. John Aylett, Capt. Joseph Temple, Will Clem- 
ents, Aaron Quarles and John Garrat were all of the region of King 
William, King and Queen and Caroline Counties. Henry Morris was of 
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Stratton Major Parish, King and Queen, and also a Henry Morris lived 
near William Hill’s Mitchell‘s Creek plantation. 

Isaac Hill is not mentioned in the account unless he was the “Capt. 
Hill,” but the other names are of the region in which Isaac Hill lived 
and died, and so make a presumptive case for the belief that William Hill 
was the son of Isaac Hill and Margaret Hill of King and Queen and 
Caroline. 

WriaM Hii’s MArrIaGEs 


As above stated, William Hill’s first wife was named Catherine, but 
her family name is unknown. She may have been a Major, giving this 
name to one of her sons. It is probable that William Hill and Catherine 
were married about 1741. Their children were Elizabeth, Major, John, 
Isaac and Thomas, all born before 1758, the year of William Hill’s second 
marriage. 

William Hill was married second by bond dated October 24, 1758, in 
Brunswick County, Va., to Priscilla Embry, widow of Henry Embry, 
Jr., who had died that year, leaving his widow and two daughters, Mary 
who married John Coleman, and Sarah who married first Isaac Read 
(son of Col. Clement and Mary (Hill) Read) and second Thomas Scott. 
Henry Embry, Jr., had been a member of the House of Burgesses for 
Lunenburg County 1748-9, and was a son of Henry Embry, colonel of 
militia and member of the House of Burgesses for Brunswick County 
1736-40. Priscilla Hill’s grandmother, Priscilla Branch, married Edward 
Skerme in July, 1699; he died and she married Joseph Wilkinson in 
February, 1700 (1701). Their son Joseph Wilkerson married Mary... ? 
and died in 1733, leaving a daughter Priscilla, who married Henry 
Embry, Jr., as her first husband (Henrico Records; Va. Mag. Hist., 
Vol. 25, p. 116). Children of William Hill by Priscilla were Joseph 
and Priscilla. 

William Hill married third by bond dated September 27, 1790, Sarah 
Lanier in Brunswick County, Va., who survived him and married 
Thomas Trice of Orange County, N. C., bond dated December 6, 1799. 
Thomas Trice died in 1803, and Sarah survived him till 1811 (Orange 
County, N. C., Records). William Hill had no children by his third 
marriage. 

MAGISTRATE OF LUNENBURG 


William Hill was commissioned one of the first justices of Lunenburg, 
but evidently did not like the office, for he was not on the list after 1752. 
He had probably settled on Mitchell’s Creek about the time he took out 
the patent in 1741, and was well acquainted with the section when the 
first court of Lunenburg was held, for he was appointed to take the tith- 
ables of his district. Also, in November, 1755, he and his neighbors 
Thomas Lanier and Thomas Easland were commissioned by the first 
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vestry of Cumberland Parish to procession the land between Allen’s 
Creek, Butcher’s Creek, Roanoke and Mize’s Ford road, William Hill’s 
home being about the center of this territory. He conducted an ordinary 
here, and it was at this place his first five children were born and his 
wife Catherine died. 

William Hill was first recorded as being in Carteret County, N. C., in 
July, 1764, when he made the deed mentioned above to Harwood Jones. 
On October 21, 1765, he purchased Cedar Point Plantation, 1040 acres, 
in Carteret, and ten days later sold 225 acres of it to his son-in-law, 
Burwell Lanier. September 19, 1769, giving his residence as Carteret 
County, William Hill purchased 432 acres in Duplin County, N. C. 
(Sampson County, N. C., Deeds 4, p. 220), later adding 200 acres to this 
by patent, the whole being deeded to his son Thomas Hill in 1783, after 
his return to Brunswick County, Va. (Sampson Deeds 8, p. 72). That 
William Hill’s wife Priscilla did not go to North Carolina is further 
evidenced by the fact that in no deed for land in that State does she sign 
a relinquishment of dower. Priscilla Hill died in 1788. 


WILLIAM HItw’s CHILDREN 


The children of William Hill, except Major Hill who died unmarried, 
are given in the following order without assuming to say that it is the 
correct order of their births or of the births of their children where 
dates are missing. 

1. Elizabeth Hill (died 1793) married prior to April 25, 1763, Bur- 
well Lanier, of Brunswick County, Va., son of Sampson Lanier (d. 1758) 
and Elizabeth Chamberlayne, and grandson of Sampson Lanier (d. 1743) 
and Elizabeth Washington. Burwell Lanier’s brothers and sisters were 
Lewis (probably half-brother), Buckner, Winifred, Nancy and Re- 
becca. Burwell Lanier’s mother married second Cuthbert Smith and had 
children by him. Burwell Lanier bought land in Carteret County, N. C., 
in 1765, sold this cut in 1767, acquiring several tracts in Duplin County, 
N. C., which he sold in 1774 and moved to Anson County, N. C., where he 
died in 1812. 

Children of Burwell and Elizabeth Lanier: (1) William Lanier, in 
House of Assembly from Anson 1802-6; (2) Clement Lanier (died 
1809), in House from Anson 1801; (3) Isaac Lanier, in House from 
Anson 1798-9, married first Arabella Clinton of Sampson County, and 
second Mary Dickson of Duplin County; (4) Thomas Lanier; (5) 
Fanny Lanier; (6) Patsey Lanier; (7) Elizabeth Lanier (died 
1824), married Major John Jennings, sheriff of Anson 1798-1800; (8) 
Sarah Lanier, married William Marshall, in Senate from Anson 1818- 
1824; (9) Nancy Lanier married John McLelland; (10) Catherine 
Lanier, married Thomas Clinton. 


2. Isaac Hill (died 1815) settled at Cedar Point, Carteret County, 
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N. C., this place being deeded by his father to his sons Isaac and Joseph 
in 1789. Isaac Hill married about 1778 Elizabeth, daughter of Col. 
Lemuel Hatch of Craven County, N. C. He was termed “Capt. Isaac 
Hill, Marriner,” in a deed of the period, and operated a saw mill and 
salt works, making salt from sea water, Cedar Point lying just inside 
Bogue Inlet from the Atlantic Ocean. 

Children of Isaac and Elizabeth Hill were: (1) John Hatch Hill 
(died May, 1837), colonel of militia, clerk of Carteret County, coroner 
and sheriff, married first in 1806 Hannah Fuller, daughter of Col. 
Nathan and Mary Fuller, and second Catherine Dudley, widow, sister of 
his first wife, and third Abigail Ward, daughter of David Ward; (2) 
Buckner Hatch Hill (b. 1785, d. 1845), major of militia, married Hope 
Fuller, a daughter of Col. Nathan and Mary Fuller; (3) Ivy Hatch 
Hill (d. 1825); (4) Hatch Hill, in House from Carteret 1814 and 
1815; (5) William Hill (d. 1814), magistrate of Onslow County; 
(6) Isaac Hill (d. 1817), physician; (7) Edward B. Hill (d. 1822); 
(8) Didama Hill, married James Roberts; (9) Mary (Polly) Hill, 
married Robert Williams of Duplin County; (10) Parmilla married 
first Bazil K. Smith of Onslow County and second Richard Bell. 


3. John Hill (died 1807) and his brother Major were deeded by their 
father the home place on Mitchell’s Creek in Mecklenburg County, Va. 
in 1768. Major Hill died, and December 8, 1772, John Hill deeded the 
Mitchell’s Creek home to John Potter, and next we find him in Duplin 
County, N. C., where he had married Jane, the daughter of Col. Felix 
Kenan, wealthy sheriff and Assemblyman for Duplin. January 23, 1773, 
Felix Kenan, for love of his son-in-law John Hill, deeded him two tracts 
of 240 and 300 acres on Goshen Swamp, “where the said Hill now lives.” 
Col. Felix Kenan’s wife Catherine had first married Daniel Love, and 
their daughter Sarah (Salley) Love, half-sister of Jane Hill, married 
General James Kenan of Duplin. 

Children of John and Jane Hill were: (1) Felix Kenan Hill, married 
Sarah Beck, daughter of John Beck; (2) Catherine Hill, married first 
Kenan Love, and second Curtis Hooks; (3) Sarah Hill; (4) John 
Hill; (5) James Kenan Hill, sheriff, county trustee, district school 
commissioner, married Sarah Ann Hurst, daughter of Andrew Hurst; 
(6) Elizabeth Hill; (7) William Kenan Hill; (8) Edward Black- 
more Hill. 

4. Thomas Hill (died about 1833), first purchased land in Duplin 
County, N. C., April 22, 1777, 112 acres on Bear Swamp (Sampson Deeds 
5, p. 218), and in August, 1779, he added 178 acres more. Sept. 30, 1785, 
his father deeded him 632 acres, all on Bear Swamp. Thomas Hill held 
no public office, but was frequently in attendance at courts in the capacity 
of juryman and on commissions to lay out roads. His farm in 1806 was 
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listed at 2,217 acres, and he had 12 black polls and 33 cotton saws, as 
gins were then called. 

Thomas Hill married first Elizabeth Allen (tradition), by whom he 
had no children. He married second by bond dated January 11, 1781, in 
Brunswick County, Va., Frances Smith, daughter of Cuthbert and 
Elizabeth (Chamberlayne) Smith. Elizabeth Smith was the daughter of 
Samuel Chamberlayne (d. 1752) of Brunswick County, Va. Cuthbert 
Smith was the son of William Smith and Ann (Isham?) Smith of 
Surry County, Va. His grandparents apparently were Nicholas Smith 
(d. 1719) and Elizabeth (Flood) Smith of Surry County, Va. Cuthbert 
Smith died in 1780 in Brunswick County, Va., being survived by his 
widow, and named in his will the following children: Charles, Stephen, 
James, Frederick, Benjamin, Sarah, Lucy, Mary, Susannah, Anne, Eliza- 
beth and Frances (order of birth not known). His brother Isham 
Smith died in 1795 in Sussex County, Va. 

Children of Thomas and Frances (Smith) Hill were as follows: (1) 
Elizabeth Chamberlayne Hill, born about 1782, died 1841, married October 
9, 1798, David Wright; (2) William Lanier Hill, born December 28, 
1785, died July 5, 1860, General of militia and large farmer and tur- 
pentine operator, married March 6, 1809, Ann Elizabeth Dudley, daughter 
of Col. Christopher and Margaret (Snead) Dudley, sister of Edward B. 
Dudley, afterwards Governor of North Carolina; (3) Catherine Hill 
married Lewis Dickson; (4) Thomas Hill, physician, died 1861; 
(5) John Smith Hill, born Nov. 2, 1797, died Jan. 17, 1847, unmarried ; 
(6) Buckner Lanier Hill, physician, born June 14, 1800, died Nov. 9, 
1860, married Ann Maria (Rhodes) Ward, widow of Edward Ward, of 
Wayne County, N. C. 

5. Joseph Hill (died 1810) son of William Hill by his second wife, 
Priscilla, remained in Virginia till after he was grown, for July 27, 1784, 
he was appointed by the Brunswick County, Va., Court overseer of the 
road from Field’s Mill to Nottoway River. This was the location of his 
father’s home and where his mother died early in 1788. But he followed 
his elder brothers to North Carolina, where we find him witnessing a 
paper at Cedar Point, Carteret County, in March, 1787. In 1788, he 
was elected to the State Senate, and in 1789 was sworn in as a magis- 
trate of Carteret County. That year his father divided Cedar Point 
Plantation between his sons Isaac and Joseph, also giving them slaves 
to work the plantation. But Joseph Hill sold his part of Cedar Point 
and purchased several contiguous tracts of land on the north side of 
Hunter’s Creek, the Jones side of the dividing line between Jones and 
Carteret counties. Here he lived till he died. 

Joseph Hill married Margaret Wallace, daughter of Richard Wallace 
who had represented Onslow County in the Assembly, and Ann Wallace, 
daughter of Peter Starkey of Onslow. 
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Children of Joseph and Margaret Hill were: (1) William Starkey 
Hill, magistrate in Onslow, married first, in 1814, Frances Foy, daughter 
of Frederick Foy, Sr., of Craven County, and second, in 1829, Ann 
Green, daughter of James Green, deceased, of Jones County; (2) 
Thomas Holt Hill, died in Green County, Ala., married in 1821 Miranda 
B. Gregory, daughter of Arthur B. Gregory and Ann (Moore) Gregory’ 
of Onslow County; (3) Elizabeth Ann Hill; (4) Margaret Hill. 


6. Priscilla Hill (died 1838), married April 28, 1781 (bond date), 
Miles Williams of Brunswick County, Va., son of David Williams. Miles 
Williams was the executor of the will of William Hill, his name having 
been inserted in the place of Thomas Hill after the will was originally 
written. Joseph Hill, the other executor named in the will, never 
qualified probably on account of his distance from his father’s property. 
Miles Williams died in Brunswick County, Va., in 1822 intestate, and 
his son John R. Williams administered on his estate. 


Children of Miles and Priscilla Williams were as follows: (1) Wil- 
liam Williams; (2) Henry Williams; (3) Miles Williams married 
Nancy Newsom, daughter of Barham Newsom; (4) Mary (Polly) 
Williams married in 1800 William Clayton; (5) Joseph Williams; 
(6) Capt. John R. Williams (died 1859) married first in 1816 Martha 
P. Jones, daughter of Robert Jones, second Mary C. Jones; (7) Eliza- 
beth Williams married ————— Scoggins; (8) Sarah Williams mar- 
ried ————— Ragsdale. 





CHAMPE OF LAMB’S CREEK* 


By W. B. McGroarty 


Austin¢ was the son regarding whom William’ Brockenbrough ad- 
dressed the letter to Washington which has been quoted in this article; 
Austin‘ Brockenbrough served with Washington through the French 
and Indian War, but at the breaking out of the Revolution they parted 
company, he going to England where he remained until the close, leav- 
ing family, friends and estate, feeling, as he said, that the Oath of 
Allegiance to the King which he had taken left him no other course. 
Bishop Meade devotes several pages to Col. Austin Brockenbrough and 
his experiences.43 





*It was incorrectly stated in the last Quarterly that this article was 
concluded with that issue; the final installment is presented now. 


42 Va, Mag., Vol. 5, page 447, et seg. (See Vol. XLIV, 358.) 
43 Old Churches & Families of Va., Meade, Vol. 2, pp. 474-8. 
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Austin¢ and Lucy (Champe) Brockenbrough had issue, five children; 
Champe5 John5 Lucy5 Jane5 and Elizabeth5. Champe> married Sarah 
Bowie of Port Royal; their children were Lucy*, married Philip W. 
Thornton; Elizabeth Fauntleroy® (1802-1887), married Valentine Pey- 
ton and had a daughter who married George Fitzhugh of Port Royal; 
Lucy® married first Philip Thornton Alexander, second Captain Quarles. 


Jane5 Brockenbrough married first Thomas Pratt and had three 
daughters namely, Jane Champe® married William Grymes, Margaret 
Vivian® married Benjamin Grymes and Lucy® who married Daingerfield 
Lewis of ‘Marmion’. Jane5 Brockenbrough married second, Mr. Talia- 
ferro, of Blenheim. (Meade). Elizabeth5 Brockenbrough married Rev- 
erend James Elliott. 

It will be borne in mind in connection with the Brockenbrough notes 
here so hastily sketched, that only the descendants of Austin‘ Brocken- 
brough are of Champe lineage. 

E. Elisabeth Champe, the youngest daughter of the Lamb’s Creek 
family married, 1766, William Fleming, previously mentioned in this 
article as the friend and intimate of Thomas Jefferson; he was the 
son of Colonel John Fleming (1697-1766) of ‘Maunt Pleasant’ and Mary 
Kennon Bolling, his wife, of ‘Cobbs’, and the grandson of Charles Flem- 
ing, (born, 1667) who was third in descent from Sir John Fleming the 
first Earl of Wigton, in Scotland. 

Through his mother William Fleming was the grandson of John 
Bolling (1676-1729) of ‘Cobbs’ and Mary Kennon his wife, and the 
great grandson of Colonel Robert Bolling (1646-1709) and Jane Rolfe; 
she was the daughter of Thomas Rolfe (born 1615) and Jane Poythress, 
and the grand daughter of John Rolfe (died 1622) and Pocahontas.*4 


William Fleming (1736-1824) was a member of the House of Bur- 
gesses, a Justice of the Court of Appeals of Virginia and later its Presi- 
dent; from his union with Elizabeth Champe were born “one son and 
five daughters”, among them Lucy Champe Fleming who married John 
Markham “and went to Kentucky”, and Mary Champe Fleming who 
married Captain Beverly Chew Stanard.45 Another authority has it 
that William and Elizabeth Fleming “had issue four daughters who 
lived to be married, and one son”.46 

It would seem as if the fates had conspired to keep secret the names 
of the other children of William and Elizabeth Fleming; even in the 
will of their uncle, William Champe, previously quoted, the daughters 
are mentioned merely as ‘my Nieces’, and no reference to the son. One 
of the daughters, we know, was Lucy, who married John Markham. 








44 Pocahontas and her Descendants, by W. Robertson and A. R. Brock 
45 The only ones mentioned by Robertson and Brock. 
46 The Fleming Family, Va. Mag. Hist., Vol. XXIII. 








96 VIRGINIA HISTORICAL MAGAZINE 


MARKHAM FaAmMILy 


The first of the name to settle in Virginia was a John Markham who 
arrived in New York in 1730, coming soon after to Virginia; he married 
Catherine Matthews, presumably in Virginia; he died in Chesterfield 
County in 1765; John and Catherine had a number of children; the eldest, 
Colonel Bernard Markham (1737-1802) married Mary Harris and had 
issue a daughter, Mary, who married Linnaeus Bolling, son of Robert 
Bolling of ‘Buckingham’, December 7th., 1793, and a son John Markham, 
born 1770, who married Lucy Champe Fleming on Thursday, Jonuary 
9th, 1794. 

John and Lucy Champe (Fleming) Markham had thirteen children 
of none of whom have we any definite account; they were Bernard, 
William Fleming, George, Linneaus, Hugh, John, Mary, Judith married 
Burke of Tennessee, Virginia married Jesse Claiborne, Osborne, Martha, 
Norborne, and Champe. 

John and Lucy Champe (Fleming) Markham as has been stated, 
went to Kentucky, and a number of their children were born in that 
State. Their descendants are scattered all over the west and the south; 
coursing through their veins is the mingled blood of Champe and of 
Pocahontas. This is true also of the descendants of Captain Beverly 
Chew Stanard and Mary Champe Fleming his wife, one of whom was 
the late Dr. William G. Stanard, so long the faithful Secretary of the 
Virginia Historical Society and during the same period the able and 
gifted editor of its Magazine. 





LAMB’S CREEK PLANTATION 


“To all &. WHEREAS &c Now Know that I, the sd Richard 
Bennett Esq., give and grant unto Lt. Coll Sam Mathews two thousand 
acres of land scituated in the ffreshes of the Rappa River about a mile 
above Nasemum Towne and beginning at a markt Oake standing by 
the river side and devideth sd land from a dividend of land of 800 acres 
Surveyed for Vincent Stanford & extending for breadth by or nigh ye 
river Side and extending over ye mouth of a navigable Creeke West 
North West and North West by West 1000 poles thence for length into 
the woods North East by North 320 poles thence Parrellell to the river 
Course over the branches of the aforesaid Creeke and finally for length 
againe South West by South to ye first mentioned markt Tree ye sd land 
being due unto ye sd Lt. Coll. Sam Mathews by and for ye Transporta- 
tion of forty persons, to have and to Hold, &c., yielding and Paying &c., 
which payment is to be made Seaven years after the first grant or seat- 
ing thereof and not before Provided &c., Dated ye 7th September, 1654.47 





47 Northern Neck Patents; Land Office, Vol, 3, p. 276; Richmond, Va. 
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Lt. Colonel Samuel Mathews to whom this patent was issued was the 
son of Governor Samuel Mathews; the land descended to his son Captain 
John Mathews (wife Elizabeth Tavernor) and to their son Captain 
Samuel Mathews who by his first wife, Katherine Tunstall had three 
sons and two daughters; of these, one son and one daughter only appear 
to have reached maturity, Baldwin and Elizabeth. It will be recalled 
that Baldwin Mathews was one of the witnesses to the deed, Champe to 
Barradall, 1732. 

Baldwin Mathews inherited the two thousand acre tract by default of 
heirs to his brothers John and Francis to whom it had been devised by 
their father’s will, in 1718. 

The surviving daughter, Elizabeth Mathews married, first, Robert 
Taliaferro (John?-Robert!) who died in 1728 leaving, as his will dis- 
closes, three daughters; she married secondly, within a year, Moseley 
Battaley by whom she had two sons and three daughters; she died prior 
to 1754, on September 3d of which year her husband Moseley and son 
Samuel executed a deed to John Camp, (also spelled Campe in the docu- 
ment) from which we learn that John Champe had purchased from 
Baldwin Mathews the 2000 acre tract “in the parish of Brunswick”, cov- 
ered by the original patent to Lt. Coll. Sam Mathews, and that as heirs 
to Elizabeth, also lately deceased (Baldwin having pre-deceased her), 
they felt that they “could claim sd tract for his, (Samuel Battaley’s), 
lifetime as Tenants the Curtesie of England,” &c. . . . “Now for prevent- 
ing any suit by themselves or their heirs against John Campe or against 
his heirs, this indenture will warrant the sd John Campe the sd land, &c” ; 
the consideration was one hundred pounds, Virginia currency.*’ 


The quieting of the Battaley claim was evidently an after-thought, 
as it is highly probable that the property had been in possession of 
Col. John Champe for a number of years; the actual date of purchase has 
not been developed but Colonel Champe had been living in this parish 
certainly since 1732, and on this tract of land was located the home place, 
or Mansion House known as “Lamb’s Creek”. John and Jane Champe 
sold a piece of land from this tract in 1740, describing it as a part of the 
2000 acres tract originally patented to Lt. Col. Samuel Mathews; the 
deed is of record in King George County. 


The writer on a recent date visited the plantation and endeavored to 
locate the spot on which the house had stood; this, as it proved, was not 
hard to do for while not a single trace of house, foundation or cellar 
remains, the presence of domestic shrubs in wild tangled masses and 
traces of terraces leading down the side of a commanding bluff at the 
junction of Lamb’s Creek and the Rappahannock river plainly indicated 
the site of a dwelling, long since vanished; for beauty of out-look the 





48 Tyler’s Qty., Vol. 5, 143. W. & M. (1), Vol. 6:72. 
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location compares favorably today with other places of its class for 
which the Rappahannock river has been famous from colonial times. 

In a dense strip of woods, near the mansion site, evidently once under 
cultivation, were found two lone, and ancient tombstones, surprisingly 
well preserved. 





LAMB’S CREEK CHURCH 


There is considerable uncertainty as to the date of construction of the 
Lamb’s Creek Church, which proclaiming its undisputed great age stands 
today a wonderfully well preserved memento of another age and time; 
Byrd Charles Willis in his account of the Willis and allied families 
says that this church was built by Colonel John Champe and by him 
presented to the parish; Mr. Willis, we may presume, had this informa- 
tion from his mother, who had been the mistress of ‘Lamb’s Creek’ for 
twelve years as the wife of John Champe, third, and whose father and 
brother, Charles Carter, (father and son) of “Clive”, had been Wardens 
and Vestrymen of Brunswick Parish, and of the church where she her- 
self had been a communicant since childhood. 


Bishop Meade says that while the complete history of Hanover and 
Brunswick parishes (which at times have seemed to over-lap in the 
short distance between Muddy Creek and Lamb’s Creek), is hopelessly 
lost; it is known from contemporary land and other records that, very 
early, there was a church on Muddy Creek, nine miles below Fredericks- 
burg, which was known as The Muddy Creek Church.49 


Digressing for the moment, it will be recalled that the first William 
Thornton purchased of George Mott, 2000 acres, “in the ffreshes of the 
Rappahannock”. John and George Mott had patented, in 1672, in one 
tract, over 15000 acres, on Muddy Creek; in 1745 Ann Glendenning, 
daughter of George Mott, sold to Anne Champe, daughter of Col. John 
Champe, 250 acres on Muddy Creek, from her father’s patent; other pur- 
chases were made about the same time by Col. John Taliaferro, Sr., 
from the same tract.5® These purchases were combined into the planta- 
tion which they named ‘Dissington’, All of this land is described as lying 
in Brunswick, formerly Hanover parish; Bishop Meade gives a list of 
the names of a few men who are known to have served as vestrymen but 
is not able to say which among them served at Muddy Creek, and which, 
later, at Lamb’s Creek church. His meagre list covers the years from 
1723 to 1779. As Muddy Creek was undoubtedly the older church we 
may presume that the men mentioned, who are known to have been 
living in the neighborhood at the earliest times were the ones serving the 





49 Meade, Old Churches & Old Families of Va., Vol. 2, p. 184, et seq. 
50 For record of these transactions see D. B. 3, K. G. Co. Va. 
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Muddy Creek Church; among these were John Champe (1739), Charles 
Carter (1739), and John Taliaferro, Sr., of ‘Dissington’, for whom 
Meade gives no date. John Taliaferro, Jr., of ‘Dissington’, the writer 
would place at the Lamb’s Creek church. 


It seems probable to the writer that, like many similar instances in 
early Virginia, the Muddy Creek church, because of age, or flimsy con- 
struction, in time needed repairs, or renewal, at which time, the new 
building was placed at Lamb’s Creek (but a short distance away), and 
at the suggestion of John Champe, who offered to, and did, build and 
present it to the parish. 


Whether or not these are the exact facts they provide us with factors 
by which we may arrive at the approximate date of the construction of 
the present edifice at Lamb’s Creek—which is the original and only one 
to occupy that site. 


John Taliaferro, Sr., served at Muddy Creek from 1745, possibly to the 
year of his death, 1756: Col. John Champe wrote his will in 1759, in 
which no mention is made of any church, or church building, present or 
prospective; from this we may presume that it was contsructed prior to 
1759, perhaps only a few years. Today, architecturally, the building 
is in perfect condition as far as roof and walls and exterior woodwork 
are concerned, but there have been so many changes in the interior, to 
fit it to various and sundry civic uses for which it seems to have been 
appropriated from time to time, that, until quite recently it had lost 
all semblance to a place of worship. It is pleasant to be able to add that 
an effort is now being made to fully and adequately restore the interior 
to its original condition; an organization has been effected for this pur- 
pose, and appeals have been made to all those who are descended from 
the original members of the Lamb’s Creek congregation for aid in what 
is truly a pious and laudable undertaking. 





THREE ANCIENT TOMBSTONES 


Mention has been made of two lonely tomb-stones standing today on 
the Lamb’s Creek plantation; we will consider them briefly in connec- 
tion with a third stone, more lonely sti:l, standing by itself in the dense 
woods that today shrouds in cathedral gloom the entire acre in the 
center of which once stood the Muddy Creek church. The stones at 
Lamb’s Creek are inscribed thus: 
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In Memory of 
Anne the wife of JOHN GAILSRIH 
who died December 15 1749 aged 
31 years 
THIS STONE IS ERECTED 
Near her lies her Daughter, Sarah 
aged 18 Months. 
The headstone of the second grave stands at the foot of and quite near 
the grave just described; its inscription reads: 
Here lies the Body 
of Mr. DANIEL DICKENSON 


Mariner 
who died June ye 20 1746 aged 


47 years, who was born 
at Hay Castle in 
DISSINGTON 

near White Haven in Cumberland. 
The stone at Muddy Creek, four miles away, pathetic in its loneliness 
is not less so in its simplicity of form and expression: 
HERE 

Lies the Body of 

Mr. GEORGE MAYERS 

late of Whitehaven who 

departed this life the 5th day of October 
1755 aged 42 years Waiting 


for a joyful Resurrection. 


By an accidental and interesting coincidence the writer stood by this 
lonely grave and copied this inscription on October 5th, 1935; a lapse of 
exactly one hundred and eighty years. 


These mute but eloquent mementos of a distant past open the door to 
a bewildering maze of speculation and conjecture shrouded in Sphinx-like 
placidity of graven stone; from them emanates an aura of eternal silence. 
Who were these people? How connected with the family of Champe, 
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or with any other family known to us as belonging to the Northern Neck, 
and to Brunswick parish? 

It will not do to dismiss the subject (as the writer has heard it dis- 
missed) with the statement that they were probably strangers, transients, 
who were given sepulchre far from home; speculation decries such ex- 
planation; one standing by the grave of Anne, and her infant child, 
has the feeling that they were not aliens; but what of the name, ‘Gails- 
rih’? is the form in which it is given correct, or it is due to the en- 
graver’s error? 

The word ‘White Haven’ appearing on two of the stones (on one as 
‘Whitehaven’) establishes the fact that if not related the men whose 
graves are thus marked had at least come from the same locality across 
the sea, a circumstance which in those migratory days established a tie 
of comradeship almost as strong as kinship. 

Even more interesting, and more provocative is the fact that Mr. 
Daniel Dickenson who died in 1746 was born in ‘Dissington’, and that, 
presumably in 1745, Anne Champe and her husband, John Taliaferro, 
Sr., had bestowed that name upon their new plantation. The word 
‘Dissington’ can be read in graven form today in two places in King 
George county; on the gravestone on Lamb’s Creek farm and on the 
stone pillars marking the entrance drive-way to Dissington farm, scarcely 
more than a stone’s-throw from the site of Muddy Creek church. 

And paradoxically enough, while the tombs of those whom we are 
wont to consider as aliens have preserved for us their cryptic messages 
for nearly two centuries, not a trace of grave or monument can be 
found of any Taliaferro at ‘Dissington’, nor of any member of the 
Champe family at ‘Lamb’s Creek’.51 


“Sic gloria transit mundi.” 


Finis 





51 The attention of the writer has been called to an error which ap- 
pears on page 354, last issue, Vol. 44, in stating that Elizabeth Spotswood 
was the daughter of William Augustine Washington and Anne Aylett. 
While the statement that she was the daughter of William Augustine has 
been printed a number of times—notably, in “the Diaries of George Wash- 
ington”, note 2, page 427, Vol. 2 (1925) and in “The Genealogy of the 
Spotswood Family”, by Charles Campbell, (1868) page 20, it is never- 
theless incorrect. We may safely accept Washington’s own words as our 
final authority, as set down in his will; Viz: “To William Augustine 
Washington, Elizabeth Spotswood, Jane Thornton and the heirs of Ann 
Ashton, son and daughters of my deceased brother, Augustine Washing- 
ie .weR 

Elizabeth was the sister of William Augustine; they were the children 
of Augustine, (half brother of George) and Anne Aylett his wife. 
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THE HUGUENOT ABRAHAM MICHAUX 
AND DESCENDANTS 





(Continued ) 





By J. D. EacLeston 





THE MICHAUX BIBLE 


The Michaux Bible is believed by many of the Michaux descendants to 
contain valuable genealogical data about the Michaux Family; especially 
about the children of Abraham Michaux and his wife Susanna Rochet. 
After long search, the Bible was found in the Library of Union Theo- 
logical Seminary in Richmond, Virginia. In this Bible the statement 
is made that it “was sent to the family of Abraham Michaux by his 
parents. It is said to have been sent from England. Printed in 1657— 
see Preface. The parents of Abraham Michaux thought that there were 
no Bibles in the new settlements of America.” 

On the blank leaves between the Old and New Testaments is a statement 
dictated by Mrs. Martha Venable, grand daughter of Ann Madelin Mi- 
chaux who married Richard Woodson. She states that “she remembered 
well her grandmother, and from her lips received the above statement.” 
The statement gives the story of the “Little Nightcap” somewhat as given 
by Dr. W. D. Morton; says that the family “came from Holland to 
Stafford County, Virginia”, where “they resided for some time”; and 
repeats the tradition that “the inhabitants there, the previous settlers (at 
Manakin Town), thought” that the family was not entitled “to their por- 
tion of the land granted by King William to the Huguenots, as they had 
not come in time to encounter the hardships of the first settlements.” 


On the inside back cover of the Bible, in a bold hand, is written in two 
places, “Paul Michaux Was born In ye year of our Lord 1078, March 
17th.” The statement has no meaning unless it was the intention of the 
writer to say that Paul Michaux was born in 1708. This is the only 
statement in the Bible of genealogical value. 

Alexander Brown quotes a family tradition: “Abraham Michaux was 
the nephew of the celebrated M. James Saurin, minister of the French 
Church of the Savoy, in the Strand, London, in the year 1703.” Mr. 
Brown states that “A prayer book, with this note in French inscribed on 
a blank page, ‘M. Saurin, minister, has sent this Book of Common Prayer 
to his nephew, Abraham Micheaux, in Virginia’, was presented in 1857 by 
N. F. Cabell, Esq., through Bishop Meade, to the Theological Seminary 
at Alexandria.”* Mr. Brown then says that the family tradition has “in 
the course of time gotten somewhat mixed”, and quotes Smiles, who says: 





*“Cabells and Their Kin”, p. 271. 
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“Jacques Saurin was the greatest of the Protestant preachers. 
He was the son of an advocate at Nismes, whose three sons all took 
refuge in England: Jacques, the pulpit orator; Captain Saurin, an 
officer in William’s army; and Louis, sometime minister of the 
French Church in the Savoy, and afterwards Dean of St. Patrick’s, 
Ardagh. From Louis were lineally descended the Right Revd. 
James Saurin, Bishop of Dromore, and the Honorable William 
Saurin, Attorney-General for Ireland from 1807 to 1821. Jacques 
Saurin was one of the ministers of the French church in Thread- 
needle Street, London, in 1701-1705; he then went to the Hague... ” 


CHILDREN OF ABRAHAM MICHAUX AND 
SUSANNA ROCHET 

There are several papers extant, each supposed to be authoritative, giv- 
ing the names of the children of Abraham Michaux and his wife Susanna 
Rochet. One of these gives the following: 

“1) Jacob married Judith Woodson; 2) John; 3) James; 4) 
Paul; 5) Abraham, killed by the Indians; 6) Jane married 
Legrand; 7) Susannah married Quinn; 8) Judith married Mor- 
gan; 9) Elizabeth married Sanborn Woodson; 10) Agnes mar- 
ried Richard Woodson; 11) Nannie died unmarried; 12) Esther 
married Cunningham.” 

Another paper gives 13 children, but names only 12: 

“His sons were Jacob, John, Paul, Abraham, and one not named. 
Daughters, Ann, Jane, Madelin, Susanne, Olive called Jude, Eliza- 
beth, Amanda, Mary called ‘Easter’.” 

This was taken from a paper which the writer states he got from Mrs. 
Martha Venable, while he was on a visit to her home in Prince Edward 
County. But it differs from the list given by Mrs. Venable in the Michaux 
Bible, which is as follows: 

“Abraham Micheaux and Susannah Roche by their marriage had 12 
children—7 daughters and 5 sons. The daughters were Jane (or 
Jane Magdalen) who married Le Grande. Nannie (lst) never mar- 
ried. Susannah married Quinn. Judith married Morgan; Eliza- 
beth married Sanbourne Woodson; Nannie married Richard Wood- 
son; Esther married Alexander Cunningham. The sons were Jacob, 
who married Judith Woodson, John, James and Paul.” (Then in 
pencil some one has added “and Abraham”). 


Another list is given as follows: 
“Jacob, John, Paul, Abraham, Anne, Jane, Magdalene, Susanna, 


Judith, Elizabeth, Amanda, and Esther.”+ 





+ “The Huguenot, Bartholomew Dupuy and Descendants”, page 229, by 
B. H. Dupuy. 
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R. A. Brock gives the list as follows: 


“Sons: Jacob, John, Paul, Abraham; daughters: Anne, Jane, Mag- 
dalene, Susanna, Olive (June), Elizabeth, Amanda, ‘Easter’, 
Mary.”t 
Another list is contained in a paper left by Mrs. Eunice (Michaux) 
Hobson, wife of Mr. Haskins Hobson of Powhatan County. She had 
other valuable papers relating to the Michaux family, which were gen- 
erously submitted by her daughter, Mrs. Charles E. Ashburner of Norfolk, 
Virginia. The list as given by Mrs. Hobson is as follows: 


Born Name Died 

1672 Abraham Michaux 1717 

Susanne Rochet 1744 
CHILDREN 


1693 Anne Michaux (Single) 
1697 Jean, married Peter Legrand 
1699 Isaac (no record) 

1700 James 


Jacob, married Judith Woodson 

John 

Paul, had no children 

Abraham, killed by Indians 

Susanne, married John Quinn 

Olive Judy, married Anthony Morgan 

Elizabeth, married Sanborn Woodson 

Ann Madelin, married Richard Woodson. She lived to be 
86 and died about year 1796. 

Easter Mary, married Alexander Cunningham 


Here are thirteen children. The paper separates the two Annes, who 
have been made one by many of the descendants and by some of the gene- 
alogists. It gives the tradition that Abraham, Jr., was killed by Indians, 
and it gives a clue to the dates of birth and death of Ann Madelin Michaux, 
who married Richard Woodson of Henrico and Prince Edward Counties. 
In the dates of birth of the four oldest children it tallies with the birth 
records sent from Amsterdam by H. F. Baerselman, already cited. 

Serious genealogical damage has been done by the merging of Anne 
Michaux, born in 1693, with her much younger sister Ann Madelin Mi- 
chaux, born in Virginia probably 1710/11. To make Richard Woodson’s 
age proper for marrying Anne the First, he is published as having been 
born “about 1690”, and as having married Anne the First in 1715, when 





t Virginia Historical Collections, 5 :156. 
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little Ann Madelin was four or five years old.* As Richard Woodson was 
born probably 1705/6, he was not over nine or ten years old in the year he 
was married off to Anne Michaux.} Still further to make the dates con- 
form, Richard Woodson’s mother, who is said to have been Ann Smith, 
is published as the daughter of Obadiah Smitn (will probated 1746) and 
his wife Mary Cocke. Richard Woodson’s mother may have been a 
Smith, and may have been a sister of Obadiah Smith; she could not have 
been his daughter.t 

Of the children of Ann Madelin Michaux and her husband Richard 
Woodson of “Poplar Hill,” it is known that their daughter Elizabeth 
Woodson was born on June 6, 1740, and that their daughter Agnes was 
born October 4, 1748. Anne Michaux the First, had she been the mother 
of these children, would have been 47 at the birth of Elizabeth, and 55 at 
the birth of Agnes. 

Persistent search has not discovered the dates of birth of any of the 
children of Abraham Michaux who were born in Virginia, except the 
approximate date of birth of Ann Madelin, as given in Mrs. Hobson’s 
paper, and the date of birth of John Paul Michaux, if the statement writ- 
ten in the Michaux Bible, that “Paul Michaux Was born in ye year of 
our Lord 1078, March 17th”, is interpreted to mean 1708. No field has 
more pitfalls in it than that of genealogy, but it seems safe to assume that 
Easter Mary (Esther Mary, one child, not two) Michaux, the youngest 
child, was born 1712/13. 

Abraham Michaux in his will followed a custom of his day, though 





* See “The Woodsons and Their Connections”, page 34. It would be 
difficult to find compressed in one page more errors. Despite these and 
other errors, Mr. Henry Woodson has produced a genealogy of very 
great value. 

+ The date of Richard Woodson’s birth is arrived at in this way: In 
August 1722, Ann Woodson, widow of Richard Woodson and mother of 
Richard Woodson who married Ann Madelin Michaux, petitioned the 
Justices of Henrico County Court to exempt her son Richard from the 
levy. The record states that “Anne Woodson petitions that she be ex- 
empt from paying levies for her son Richard until he be 21 years of age”. 
The law at that time was that all males of the age of 16 should be de- 
clared “tithable, or chargeable for defraying the public, County, and par- 
ish charges . .. . except such only, as the county court, and vestry, for 
reasons, in charity, made appear to them, shall think fit to excuse”. (Min- 
utes of Court of Henrico, August 1722, page 199. For the law in refer- 
ence to the age of tithables, see III Hening’s Statutes at Large, pages 258, 
ff., passed October 1705). 

t James C. Southall, in his Genealogy of the Cocke Family (Va. Mag. 
of Hist. and Biogr., 3:405) gives the birth of William Cocke, father of 
Mary, as 1655, his death as 1693. He states that he married (2) Sarah 
Flower “about 1689”. Mary was by the second marriage. The wills of 
Obadiah Smith (made 1744) and of his wife Mary Cocke (made 1753) 
show that their daughter Ann was not married—unless she had married 
a Smith, and there is no evidence to show that she married at all. 
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not an invariable one, by naming his sons first, and, we may presume, in 
the order of birth, Jacob, John, Abraham, and John Paul. He did 
not mention Isaac and Jacques (James), both born in Amsterdam, and 
therefore his oldest sons. It is presumed that Isaac died young; his name 
is not found after the register of his baptism. Jacques (James) Michaux 
presents a problem. What became of him? He is not mentioned in 
his father’s will in 1717. There is no mention of him in any deeds in Hen- 
rico, Goochland, or Cumberland Counties. In the will of Jacob Michaux 
(Cumberland County, 1774), the name James is mentioned twice as fol- 
lows: “I lend unto my beloved wife .... the land and plantation on which 
I now live, from the lower end up to the land that was James’”; “I give 
unto my son Jacob my ferry and tract of land from Paul Michaux’s line 
to that of James’ aforesaid”. But if these words refer to land formerly 
belonging to James Michaux, the question arises, why are there no deeds 
showing the purchase or sale of land? Ina letter to Jacob Michaux, writ- 
ten March 8, 1771, from Spitalfield (London) by William Tompkins, in 
reference to goods shipped by him to Jacob Michaux, he begins with the 
statement, “My wife’s father, Mr. James Michaux, died about six wecks 
ago, at the age of 70 years”. Was he Jacques Michaux, baptized in Am- 
sterdam August 15, 1700? The dates fit. 

In naming his daughters, Abraham Michaux undoubtedly follows the 
order of birth. Of the seven, he groups the “three eldest Daughters” and 
the “three young Daughters”, and places Olive Judi between the two 
groups. Mrs. Hobson’s paper follows this order. Exactly where Susanna 
should be placed is not known. She was probably after Jacob and before 
Olive Judi, and from the grouping in the will would seem to belong to the 
upper six. I can find no authority for the published statement that Su- 
sanna was born in Holland in 1695, and was mentioned second among her 
children in the will of her mother Susanna Rochet.|| It would seem 
strange, if Susanna was born in Holland, that she was not given the 
rite of baptism, as were the other children named above. One paper states 
that she married Peter Le Grand in 1713; on what authority I do not know. 

It has been published that Jacob was born in Holland in 1700. This 
does not seem probable. Jacques (James) was baptized in Amsterdam 
on August 15, 1700, and probably in early infancy. It seems probable 
that the names Jacques and Jacob were confused by later generations. 

John Paul Michaux was born probably 1708—the youngest son. His 
mother’s will seems to indicate that he was, among the sons, his mother’s 
darling—a privilege usually accorded the youngest boy by the mother. 

To sum up: The will of Abraham Michaux, and the records of bap- 


§ For full letter, see W. & M. Quarterly, Second Series, 16 :482, quoted 
by Mr. W. S. Morton. 

||“The Woodsons and Their Connections”, page 34. John Paul Mi- 
chaux was the only child mentioned in the will of his mother. 
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tism in Amsterdam, indicate the order of birth of the first four of the 
children, Ann, Jane Magdalen, Isaac, and Jacques (James) ; and the will 
indicates the order of birth of the three youngest, Elizabeth, Ann Made- 
lin, and Easter Mary. We can therefore place seven of the children cor- 
rectly in the line of birth. The remaining six we can place only by in- 
ference: 
I, Anne? Michaux, born in Holland, probably in April, 1693, 
and baptized in May of that year; unmarried. 
II. Jane Magdalen? Michaux, baptized in 1697 in Holland; 
married Peter Le Grand. 
III. Isaac? Michaux, baptized in Holland in 1699; nothing fur- 
ther known of him. 
IV. Jaques (James)? Michaux, baptized in August 1700 in 
Holland. 
V. Jacob? Michaux, born probably in Amsterdam or London; 
married Judith Woodson. 
VI. Susanne? Michaux, married John Quin of Henrico County. 
VII. John? Michaux, born in Virginia; married Sarah 
VIII. Abraham? Michaux, Jr.; died unmarried. 
IX. Olive Judi? Michaux; married Anthony Morgan. 
X. John Paul? Michaux, known as Paul; born probably 1708; 
married Judith Wilmore. 
XI. Elizabeth? Michaux, said to have married Sanburn Wood- 
son. 
XII. Ann Madelin? Michaux, born probably 1710/11; married 
Richard Woodson. 
XIII. Easter (Esther) Mary Michaux, born probably in 1712/13; 
married Alexander Cunningham. 
Children of Jane Magdalen? Michaux and Peter? Le Grand* 
Pierre Le Grand, his wife, and five children, came over in the second 
ship bringing French refugees to Virginia, September 1700. Among 
these children was Pierre (Peter?) Le Grand, who married Jane Magda- 
len Michaux (baptized in Amsterdam, Holland, January 3, 1697). The 
date of birth of Peter? Le Grand is not known. The date of his marri- 
age to Jane? Michaux is not known. In one of the family papers it is 
stated that they were married in 1713, when Jane was 16 or 17 years old. 
But this does not seem probable. In his will, Peter? Le Grand mentioned 
his “brother” Jacob Michaux. He bequeathed the home site to his son 








* An admirable paper on the three Peter Le Grands and their genera- 
tions may be found in the Virginia Magazine of History and Biography, 
Vol. 44 :257-61 (July 1936) ; by Mr. Robert L. Haycock. 
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John’, who is the only one of his six children he names. He provided 
that the remainder of the land should be divided among all his children.+ 
The division did not begin until 1749, at which time four of the children 
were of age. As John? was given the home site, he was probably the 
oldest. The first deeds gave the purchaser the right to certain sixths of 
the land. Alexander? Le Grand, one of the children, transferred his 
one-sixth in 1753. He had evidently come of age. At the May Court, 
1753, James? Le Grand, “infant orphan of Peter Le Grand, deceased, 
with the approbation of the Court, made choice of Alexander as Guard- 
ian”. In March, 1755, James’ transferred his sixth, being now of age.t 


The order of birth of the children of Jane Magdalen Michaux and 
Peter Le Grand is not known, except for the two youngest. Their names, 
as shown in the Cumberland County Deed Books, are as follows: 


I. John? Le Grand. He was living in Lunenburg County in July 
1749, and died in Halifax County (taken from Lunenburg in 
1752) in 1784. Married Elizabeth Chandler,§ and had issue. 


II. Abraham® Le Grand, married Agathy Nichols, and had issue; 
died in Pittsylvania County. 


III. Susannah? Le Grand, married Richard Cardwell. 
IV. Peter? Le Grand, of whom later. 
V. Alexander? Le Grand, of whom later. 


VI. James? Le Grand, who was under age in May 1753, and of age 
in March 1755. In 1763 he married Elizabeth Wade of Halifax’ 
County, Va. 


Peter? Le Grand, son of Peter?, son of Peter! the French refugee, 
married (1) Mary Woodson of Cumberland County, Va. The bond is 
dated November 27, 1751, with Jacob Mosby as his security. On March 
11, 1755, he purchased from Henry Baker and Sarah his wife, and 
Abraham Baker, all of Prince Edward County, 600 acres of land on 
both sides of Spring Creek.* Here he establishet his seat, “Piedmont”, 
about three miles west of Prince Edward Court House (the County had 
been organized in 1754) and two miles from the present site of Hampden- 
Sydney College. In recent years the home has been the residence of the 
Butchers, an English family. 





+ Goochland County Will Book, 3:45, Feb. 12, 1736—July, 1737. 


t For full account of these sales, with dates, see Virginia Magazine of 
History and Biography, Vol. 44:258-9, based on Cumberland County 
D. Bks. 1:27; 1:102; 2:48; 2:236; Order Book May, 1753; Order Book, 
1 :139. 


§ William Chandler, in his will made March 9, 1779, and proved in 
Halifax County, Va., May 20, 1779, mentions his daughter, Betty, wife of 
John Le Grand. John Le Grand was one of the executors of the will. 


* Prince Edward County Deed Book 1 :38. 
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Peter? Le Grand soon became prominent in the affairs of church and 
state. His name appears in 1755 as a vestryman in St. Patrick’s Parish. 
At a meeting of the vestry November 10, 1761, it was ordered that “Mr. 
Peter Le Grand draw a Plan” for two new churches to be built; and at 
a vestry meeting in 1762, he and Col. John Nash were each given “Leave 
to Build a Pugh”, the former in “the upper church”, near Prospect, and 
the latter at “Sandy River”. In 1765, at a meeting of the vestry at 
Sandy River church, it was “Ordered that so much of the Church that 
is done be Received from Peter Le Grand and Christopher Ford as being 
sufficiently done.” + 

Peter? Le Grand was a Justice of the Court of Prince Edward County, 
and represented his County in the House of Burgesses 1758-1776. At 
the November Court, 1762, “Peter Le Grand, Esq., produced a commis- 
sion appointing him Quarter Master General and took the oath.** On 
May 13, 1765, he received a grant of 804 acres of land formerly granted 
to Alexander Stevenson, in (then Lunenburg, now) Halifax County, on 
the branches of Bannister River.§ In 1773, John Nash, Jr., of Prince 
Edward County, “made humble suit” for this land, but Le Grand entered 
a caveat, and it was adjudged to the latter. They were at this time 
brothers-in-law. 

I have been unable to ascertain whether there were any children by 
Peter? Le Grand’s first wife, Mary Woodson. He married (2) Lucy 
Nash, daughter of Col. John Nash, Sr., of “Templeton Manor”, in 
Prince Edward County. The date of this marriage is not known. It 
was in, or before, 1767. On November 23, 1767, is recorded a gift of 
£250 “in consideration of the love and affection that John Nash, Sr., hath 
for his daughter, Lucy Le Grand” || 





NASH EXCURSUS 


John Nash, Sr., son of Abner Nash, was born in Tenby, South Wales. 
The date of his birth is not known. The will of his brother Thomas 
Nash, made September 8, 1732, shows that John Nash at that time had 
two children. He had married, before coming to Virginia, Anne, who 
is said to have been the daughter of Sir Hugh Owen of Pembrokeshire, 
South Wales. It is said that the two brothers came to Virginia in 1730, 
settling in Henrico County.* The earliest mention I have been able to 





+ St. Patrick’s Parish Vestry Book. 

tJournals of House of Burgesses. 

** Prince Edward County Order Book, page 154. 

§ State Land Book 36:717. 

|| Prince Edward County Deed Book 3:216. 

* “Reads and Their Relatives”, by Mrs. Shelley Rouse, page 83. 
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find is June 6, 1731, when Field Jefferson of Henrico sold to John Nash 
of the same County, 300 acres of land, being the “tract whereon John 
Nash now lives”, the compensation mentioned in the deed being five 
shillings.+7 

On September 1, 1732, John Anderson and Thomas Nash of Henrico 
gave to John Nash their power of attorney.f{{ In his will of September 
8, 1732, which was proved in Henrico court on “the first Monday in 
June 1737”, Thomas Nash mentions his father Abner Nash of South 
Tenby, and leaves property to Thomas and Mary Nash, children of his 
brother John; and John Nash is made sole executor of the estate.§ 


John Nash was Sheriff of Henrico in 1735 and 1740; was Justice of the 
Court in 1739. On August 4, 1737, he bought of John Cobbs 352 acres 
of land on the south side of Swift Creek (in that part of the County 
which in 1748 became Chesterfield County).|| From this time until 
1748 he obtained large holdings of land by patent and purchase, in Hen- 
rico, Amelia, and Brunswick Counties. Some of these he sold. 


John Nash moved from Henrico to Amelia County between September 
10, 1743, and August 15, 1744, and established his seat at “Templeton”, 
in the fork of the Appomattox and Bush Rivers.** In 1754 this part of 
Amelia was included in the new County of Prince Edward. Here he 
lived the life of a planter until his death in 1776. When the Parish of 
St. Patrick’s was established in 1755, John Nash, Sr., John Nash, Jr., 
and Peter Le Grand took the usual oaths as vestrymen, and John Nash, 
Sr., was appointed as one of the church wardens.§§ He was a member of 
the House of Burgesses 1752-55 and 1756-58.* He was appointed Colonel 
of Militia in 1756.7 


In 1758 Peter? Le Grand, Thomas Tabb, and John Nash, Gentlemen, 
were appointed Commissioners for Amelia and Prince Edward Counties 
“to examine and state and settle the accounts of provisions, and pay of 
militia, and of damages done the Inhabitants of this Colony by the 
Cherokees and Catawba Indians.”{ At a meeting of citizens of Prince 
Edward County at the Court House on November 20, 1775, twenty-one 
citizens were elected to the Committee of Safety. John Nash, Sr., was 





tt Henrico Records. 

tt Henrico Records, 1732-1737, page 362. 

§ Henrico Will Book. 

|| Henrico Records, 1725-1737, page 581. 

** Amelia County Deed Book, 2:20 and 105. 

§§ St. Patrick’s Parish Vestry Book. 

* Third session of Burgesses, 1752-55. Journals of House. 
+ Prince Edward County Order Book, 1756, page 79. 

t Hening’s Statutes 7 :232. 
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then made chairman of this Committee.§ He died between March 8, 1776, 
and the meeting of the May Court of that year.|| 

John Nash, Jr., was a brother-in-law of Peter? Le Grand. He was 
born probably after 1732, as he was not mentioned in the will of his 
uncle Thomas Nash, while his brother Thomas and his sister Mary 
were mentioned. He was, with his father, sworn in as a Justice of the 
Court of Prince Edward at the organization of the County in 1754, and 
in February of that year was appointed High Sheriff by the Governor.** 
He was Captain of colonial soldiers in 1757-58, and was reimbursed 
“for pay of his company from 8 June 1757 to 8 July following.”++ He 
was made a member of the vestry in 1755, St. Patrick’s Parish. On 
September 24, 1757, he married Elizabeth, daughter of Charles Fisher, 
dec’d., of Sussex County, Va. He was chairman of the County Committee 
of June 19, 1775, which passed resolutions avowing loyalty to the King, 
and condemning Lord Dunmore for his action in removing the gun- 
powder from Williamsburg; was chairman of the County Committee 
October 26, 1775, which approved the Resolutions and Ordinances of 
the Colonial Convention held in Richmond July 17, 1775; and was elected 
a member of the Committee of Safety for the County November 20, 
1775.4 He was the owner of “Pembroke”, and was left the Temple- 
ton plantation and manor by his father, in his will 1776. He was one 
of the original trustees of Hampden-Sydney College in 1775. His will 
was made May 24, 1800, and proved April 20, 1801.§§ 

The last mention of Peter? Le Grand in the Prince Edward County 
records is on July 20, 1795, when he and his wife Lucy sold to George 
Booker 730 acres of land on both sides of Spring Creek for £850, it 
“being the land whereon the said Peter Le Grand now lives”. Neither 
his will nor an inventory of his estate is found in the records. Did he 
move to Kentucky? On August 17, 1795, John Nash, brother of Lucy 
(Nash) Le Grand, and brother-in-law of Peter Le Grand, placed the 
following instrument on record :* 

Whereas John Nash, Sr. . . . on 23 November 1767 . . . conveyed 
certain slaves for the use of the said Lucy Le Grand, and the said 
Lucy Le Grand being about to remove with her family to the State 
of Kentucky, Peter Le Grand Jr., son of the said Lucy Le Grand, 
is appointed to take possession of, and manage and overlook the 





§ American Archives 3 :616-17. 

|| Prince Edward County Will Book 1:194. 
** Prince Edward County Order Book 1754. 
tt Hening’s Statutes, 7. 

tt American Archives, 2:1023 and 3 :616-17. 
§§ Prince Edward County Will Book 3:225. 
* Prince Edward Deed Book, 10:343. 





112 VIRGINIA HISTORICAL MAGAZINE 


said slaves until I, the said John Nash, shall think proper to re- 
voke said power and trust reposed in him, and he is authorized to 
carry the said Slaves to the State of Kentucky .... for the main- 
tenance of the said Lucy Le Grand and her children. 

I have not found authentic dates of birth and death of Lucy (Nash) 
Le Grand.|| Peter Le Grand, Jr. (Peter) married in November, 1801, 
his first cousin Susan Nash, who died in 1812, leaving six little children. 
John McDowell Woodson stated that Peter moved to Murfreesboro, 
Tennessee, and later to Jackson, Tennessee, where he died. 

Children of Peter Le Grand and Lucy Nash 

The order of birth of the children of Peter Le Grand and his wife 
Lucy Nash is not known. John McDowell Woodson gives Nash Le 
Grand as the oldest child, and places his birth in 1768.¢ William Henry 
Foote states that Nash Le Grand died in October 1814, and was “about 
46 years of age”.** Woodson states that there were eight children, and 
gives them as follows: 

1. Nash Le Grand, married (1) Margaret Holmes, and had five 
children; married (2) Mrs. Paulina (Cabell) Read, no issue. 
Peter Le Grand, Jr., married his first cousin, Susan Fisher Nash, 
daughter of John Nash, Jr., and his wife, Elizabeth Fisher; 

issue. 

3. John Nash Le Grand, married Jane Bain, and had issue. 

. Abner Nash Le Grand, married Mary Jane Rogers, and had issue. 

5. Lucy Nash Le Grand, married Major John McDowell, and had 

issue. 

6. Elizabeth Le Grand, married William Todd; no issue. 

7. Mary Owen Le Grand, married William Todd; no issue. 

8. Nancy Le Grand, died young, unmarried. 

Nash Le Grand graduated at Hampden-Sydney College and became a 
distinguished Presbyterian minister. A son of Lucy Nash Le Grand and 
Major John McDowell was Dr. John Nash McDowell, “a celebrated 


to 





|| John McDowell Woodson, of St. Louis, Mo., a genealogist of the 
Nash family, stated that Lucy Nash, “supposed eldest daughter of John 
Nash” (which she wasn’t), was born “about 1745”, but that is a surmise. 
He places the birth of Peter? Le Grand as “1740 to 1745”, which is far 
from correct, as he was of age in 1749, and was a member of the House of 
Burgesses in 1758. Mrs. Charles Le Noir of Florida gives 1736 as the 
year of birth of Lucy Nash, but states that the date was copied from a 
compilation. 

+ Paper prepared for Mrs. Jennie Morton Dale. 

** Sketches of Virginia, First Series, p. 542. 

t Mrs. Shelley (Alice Read) Rouse, in her “Reads and Their Relatives” 
page 550, says he married Janet Morton. 
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physician and surgeon of St. Louis, whose loyalty to the Confederacy 
cost him dear. He died in exile, having founded the best Medical Col- 
lege in Missouri, where he had attained high distinction as a surgeon and 
demonstrator of anatomy, before his early death in Europe.”§ 

V. Alexander? Le Grand, son of Jane Magdalen? Michaux and Peter? 
Le Grand, was born December 25, 1732.* He married, November 25 (23?). 
1757, Lucy, daughter of William Walker and his wife Judith, of Cum- 
berland County.| He moved to Prince Edward County. On March 15, 
1759, he purchased from Richard Morton and Judith his wife, 200 acres 
of land on “the ranches of Buffaloe”’.~ This Judith, wife of Richard 
Morton, was the daughter of John Quin of Henrico and his wife Susanna 
Michaux, sister of Jane Magdalen Michaux, mother of Alexander Le 
Grand. 





§ Ibid. 

*“Old Family Bibles of the Le Grand family”; see Va. Hist. Mag., 
44 :259, article by Robert L. Haycock. 

+ In some of the Le Grand papers it is stated that William Walker died 
“about 1797”. Will Book 1:56, Cumberland County, shows that he made 
his will April 22, 1752, mentioning his daughter Lucy, and that the w' 
was proved at the May Court of the same year. Will Book 1 :337, gives 
the will of his wife Judith, who mentions her daughter Lucy Le Grand, 
and grand daughter Judah Le Grand; will made August 19, 1767, and 
proved February 22, 1768. 

t Prince Edward County Deed Beek, 1 :161. 
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BOOK REVIEWS 


Tue Horrzctaw Famiry, 1540-1935. By B. C. Holtzclaw, Ph. D., Uni- 
versity of Richmond, Va. Old Dominion Press, Inc., Richmond, Va. 
(1936). 249 pages. Price, $5.00. 


In this handsome volume Dr. Holtzclaw gives the descendants of 
Jacob Holtzclaw, German schoolmaster, who came with his family to 
Virginia in 1714. There is ample evidence of long and painstaking re- 
search on the part of the author. 

As a genealogy the work is complete and well arranged. Eeach of the 
700 or more living descendants can trace his ancestry not only back to 
the immigrant progenitor, but he can go with certainty two generations 
further and with a fair degree of probability to the fourth generation 
back of the immigrant. This genealogy is easier to follow than most 
works of this nature. By an ingenious system of numbers a descendant 
can trace his line quickly and with ease. In addition to the family record 
there are biographical notes on outstanding members of the family and a 
chapter on family characteristics. This latter feature, I understand, is 
unique in genealogies and is very interesting. 

As discussed so far, the book is, naturally, of interest primarily to the 
Holtzclaw descendants. But the work is more than a Holtzclaw gene- 
alogy. It contains a neat little sketch of one of the most interesting 
settlements in Virginia history—the colony at Germanna on the Rapidan, 
the pioneer settlement of Orange County. 

Jacob Holtzclaw was the head of one of the twelve German families 
who left homes of ease and comfort in the principality of Nassau-Siegen 
in Germany and came to brave the dangers and discomforts of a frontier 
settlement in an alien land. 

This small group of 29 persons, bound by ties of kinship in the old 
country, after being stranded in England for several months, landed at 
Williamsburg in April, 1714. They were settled at Germanna by Gov- 
ernor Spotswood and there set up and operated the first iron furnace in 
America, and established the first German Reformed Church on this 
continent. Around the remains of the Catherine Furnace one can still 
find pieces of ore that were worked by this little band of pioneers. 


After about two and one half years at Germanna the colony moved in 
a body frontierward and established a settlement at Germantown in 
what is now Fauquier County. Germanna and Germantown are now 
only names. Both Settlements have disappeared, but these sturdy immi- 
grants and their numerous descendants have played an important part in 
the development of that section of Virginia. Hitt, Weaver, Rector, 
Coons, Spilman, Holtzclaw, Martin, Fishback, Kemper, Hoffman and 
Brumback—all of these names with the exception of the last are familiar 
to the Northern Virginian of today. For the most part these ple 
have been hardworking, substantial citizens, who have never sought the 
limelight, yet in their ranks are to be found five state governors, two 
Confederate generals, members of Congress, prominent lawyers, judges, 
ministers, educators, etc. 

Dr. Holtzclaw has carried each of the twelve original families through 
the second generation. This book, therefore, will be of much interest to 
all the descendants of the Germanna colony. 

W. B. Hackley. 
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JupictaL Cases ConCERNING AMERICAN SLAVERY AND THE NEGro, edited 
by Helen T. Catterall and James J. Hayden; volume IV. (Carnegie 
Institution of Washington, Washington, D. C., 1936). Paper, $2.75; 

Cloth, $3.25. 


This, the fourth volume in a set dealing with material described in the 
title, has in common with the others the purpose “to furnish an unbiased 
picture of American slavery .... by drawing off from... . printed re- 
ports...., all factual statements and quotations illustrating slavery and 
the life of the negro.” The cases found in this volume are from the 
District of Columbia and the states to the northward. The book is di- 
vided into sections, one for each state and the District. Within the sec- 
tion, chronological order is followed. In such an ambitious undertaking 
the compiler of necessity heaped together material of varying degrees of 
importance, all the way from the declaration of “Isaac Nathans (negro.)” 
that he was the father of fifty-one children—mirable dictu—to the cases 
arising from the arrests of Thomas Sims and Anthony Burns. Trials and 
acquittals growing out of the attempt of Gorsuch of Maryland to re- 
cover his slave in Pennsylvania were not such as to encourage Southerners 
to greater faith in the Fugitive Slave Law of 1850: 

Mrs. Catterall—and after her death, Prof. Hayden—has done a worthy 
service in pointing the student to appropriate sources and making more 
available the cream thereof. Careful reading is not conducive to respect 
for law or faith in our courts. Rights of negroes seem not unrelated to 
latitude. Legal quibble and outrageous denial of evidence make frontal 
assault upon the wholesale concept of justice as entertained in circles 
apart from the courtroom. Cruel law and refusal of juries to convict 
complete a picture instructive, if not beautiful. 

Theodore M. Whitfield. 

Western Maryland College 





PopuLISM IN THE Otp Dominion. VircIniA Farm Potitics, 1885-1900. 
By William DuBose Sheldon. Princeton University Press, 1935. 182 
pages. Price, $2.00. 


This thorough and scholarly study of a segment of Virginia’s political 
history by an undergraduate student at Princeton University is a valuable 
contribution to Virginiana. Mr. Sheldon, who prepared it under the gen- 
eral supervision of Professor T. J. Wertenbaker, has canvassed many 
hitherto unexplored nooks and crannies of the Old Dominion’s history. 

Fortunately he was able to obtain access to the only existing file of the 
Virginia Sun, the organ of the State’s Populists, edited by Charles Herbert 
Pierson of Caroline, and published at Richmond. In addition, he exhibits 
considerable familiarity with other pertinent material bearing upon the 
period. 

While no one regards the Populist movement in Virginia as one of 
the nation’s major postbellum phenomena, it is well to have this examina- 
tion of its processes and its personalities. One reason why this volume 
is not without importance lies in the fact that it explains the failure 
of the Populist movement in the Old Dominion to attain the proportions 
reached by it in various States farther to the south. 

Mr. Sheldon points out, for example, that the Readjuster movement 
which preceded the Populist movement by about a decade, gave relief to 
distressed agrarian elements in the Old Dominion, with the result that 
when the Farmers’ Alliance forged to the front some years later, Virginia 
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agriculturists were better satisfied than those in some other States. At 
the same time, the identification of General Mahone with this movement 
handicapped it from the outset, for Mahone’s manipulation of the Negro 
vote was extremely prejudicial to the cause of the Farmers’ Alliance and 
of the Populist upheaval which followed it. 

It was in the tobacco belt of Southside Virginia that the movement had 
its stronghold. The collapse of the farmers’ leaf tobacco market, while 
the American Tobacco Company was reaping large profits, contributed 
notably to the volume of agrarian discontent. Southwest Virginia, where 
the Republican vote was generally amenable to pressure from Mahone, 
was a secondary center of unrest. 

In contrast to many other States, the leadership of Virginia Populism 
was in the hands of outstanding men—with such names as Page, Cocke, 
Hobson and Ruffin—but it made comparatively little headway. The 
Democratic machine, entrenched with the aid of money from the rail- 
roads and other financial combines, was in itself an almost insuperable 
barrier. Then, as noted above, there was the added handicap of the 
Negro vote and the antipathy to Mahone. At the same time, the Demo- 
crats boasted a highly popular champion in Senator Daniel, who was a 
free silverite, and hence appealed strongly to many who might otherwise 
have followed the banner of populism. 

In view of the obstacles in the way of success, it is rather surprising 
that the Populists actually elected a Representative from the Fourth 
Congressional District in 1892, Col. J. Thomas Goode, only to see him 
counted out by the Democratic machine. In 1893, Edmund R. Cocke, 
Populist candidate for Governor, polled 81,239 votes, and ten Populists 
were returned to the State Legislature from the Southside and the 
Southwest. 


A few years later, however, the Populists had practically vanished 
from the scene in Virginia. Nevertheless, they had influenced the Demo- 
cratic party to enact measures for the relief of the distressed agrarian 
elements. Mr. Sheldon presents a picture of the movement which does 
credit to his industry and ability. 

Virginius Dabney. 





RicuMonp Homes aNpD Memories. Robert Beverley Munford Jr. 259 
pages. From the press of Garrett & Massie, Incorporated, Richmond, 
Virginia. 1936. Price, $3.00. 


To all those who are interested in the old publications of Mordecai, 
Christian, et al, and in the intimate associations and the local atmosphere 
of Richmond, this volume, relating to the old homes and their inhabitants, 
as they changed and have grown in the flight of years, is invaluable, and 
at the same time the reading of its pages is a continuing delight. 

Notwithstanding the fact that youth and change are the orders of the 
day in which we live and move, all turn backward, sooner or later, to have 
a lingering look at the past. Virginians, and especially Richmonders, 
take time out to call back the olden days—to look back to their ancestors. 
To do this makes us worthy of them, for they believe, with George Eliot, 
that “what we have been makes us what we are.” 

This volume is a liberal display of recalled names, homes and mem- 
ories. The old homes of the days before and after the war are preserved 
as to their exact locations. It takes one from the Old Market to Holly- 
wood, and then across the city to the north, up and down streets, calling 
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the roll of the past with an accuracy such as the author alone could do. 
He has done for Richmond the very thing that was necessary and long 
delayed. It has been accomplished in a faultless manner and with an at- 
tachment and devotion that make the book invaluable. 

It is hoped that the author may print us a trip up the banks of the 
James River as far as “Sunnyside,” telling us something of the old homes 
above the canal, the old mill of Thomas Ritchie, the beauties at the 
Three-Mile Locks, around Harvietown and “Camp Grant,” “Poplar 
Vale,” “Italy,” “Bankstown,” over to Grove Road, and then on to the 
dividing line marked in this latest and best volume dealing with Rich- 
monders, their old homes and the charming occupants. 


Edward L. Ryan. 





RecoLLections. By William Cabell Bruce. King Brothers, Inc., Balti- 
more, Maryland. 1936. 195 pages. Privately printed. 


Many readers will recall that in 1931 Senator William Cabell Bruce 
published a small volume of his “recollections” ; and they will now greet 
with a cordial appreciation his latest book in which he has happily pro- 
vided a reprint of the former recorded memories of his eventful life to- 
gether with many other added facts of equal interest to students of history. 


A member of a notable Virginia family and himself widely known as 
a gentleman of broad scholarship, there is probably no native son of The 
Old Dominion now living who, because of his background and his wide 
acquaintance with leaders in public life in the South and in the Nation, 
is better equipped to make another contribution to the history of his 
people than is Mr. Bruce. 

In an opening chapter entitled “My Natal Background,” Mr. Bruce 
introduces his readers to the homes of an older day in the County of 
Halifax and in Charlotte County. Of special interest are the memories 
of “Staunton Hill,” the fine estate of his parents, Mr. and Mrs. Charles 
Bruce, where was born William Cabell Bruce on March 12, 1860. 

Here the student of Virginia genealogy reads of the Bruces, the Sed- 
dons, the Cabells, the Carringtons and other families of equal distinction 
with which the Bruces of “Staunton Hill,” Charlotte County, and of 
“Berry Hill,” Halifax County, were allied. And it is a story of compelling 
interest. 

It was Mr. Bruce’s privilege not only to pass his childhood in the cul- 
tural surroundings of “Staunton Hill,” but also later, as a larger boy, 
to be a pupil at “Pampatike,” where Colonel Thomas H. Carter, C. S. A., 
had opened a school for the education of his own sons and those of some 
of his relatives and friends. Recalling Colonel Carter and his wife, 
Mrs. Susan Roy Carter, Mr. Bruce says: “I have often said that I would 
stake the entire credit of the old Southern social order on them without a 
mament’s hesitation.” 

Still later, in 1875, Mr. Bruce was also privileged to be a pupil at the 
“Norwood High School and College” on the upper James River—a school 
which “enjoyed great prestige as a preparatory school for the University 
of Virginia and other higher institutions of learning.” 

The next step in the life of the young Virginian would naturally be 
to enter the “University’—and it is to this happy experience that Mr. 
Bruce devotes a chapter of his delightful book. 

There follow two valuable chapters entitled respectively, “A Plantation 
Retrospect,” and “Law Student and Practitioner in Baltimore.” 
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And finally, the author of these “Recollections,” all too soon, brings his 
book to a close with a final chapter devoted to biographical sketches and 
personal memories of “Seven Great Baltimore Lawyers.’ 

One reads all the pages with rapt attention and puts the book aside with 
regret that it does not include many more chapters. 


R. B. Munford, Jr. 





Portrait of AN Era—As Drawn sy C. D. Grsson. A Biography by 
rg Downey. Charles Scribner’s Sons, New York, 1936. Price 


The author could have selected no other artist as a subject whose work, 
over a period of thirty-five years, so truly presents “a portrait of an era”. 

In many respects Gibson was an unique personality as is clearly set 
forth in this volume. A son of New England, he interprets with satiric 
humour the America of his day. An artist without the so-called “artis- 
tic temperament”, he developed his own technique admirably fitted to 
magazine reproduction which has never been successfully imitated, yet 
his ambition was to be a painter. The drawings of Charles Dana Bibson 
picture the life and manner of his period better than any history or biogra- 
phy that can be called to mind. He was a genius without a blemish on his 
character or his reputation. 


Those of the “middle age” can fully appreciate this assemblage of the 
works of this artist since many were nurtured on “Gibson drawings”. 
The book brings nostalgic memories of a period that has passed—it is like 
a visit to the scenes of one’s youth after years in far countries. The 
author has brought to this story of the artist and the man the results of 
thorough research and told it with a graceful charm and sympathetic in- 


sight. 
Edwin L. Levy. 





Virctnta Newspapers, 1821-1935. A Bibliography with Historical In- 
troduction and Notes. By Lester J. Cappon, Ph. D., Archivist and 
Assistant Professor of History in the University of Virginia. D. 
Appleton-Century Company, for the Institute of Research in the 
Social Sciences, University of Virginia. 295 pages. New York. 1936. 
Price, $5.00. 


The careful and accurate work of Professor Cappon in the field of 
Virginia history is well known, and the present volume is an important 
addition to the list of his achievements. It fills an historical need, for 
a bibliography of Virginia newspapers is a very handy help to historians, 
especially the 1861-65 period. 


The work has been very thoroughly done; no journals of the least 
importance have escaped Doctor Cappon’s lynx eyes. Moreover, the ma- 
terial is handled in the most approved bibliographical style. The author 
is to be congratulated on a most scholarly and workmanlike job. 


The reviewer, however, has one crow to pick, though not with the 
author but the publishers. The author did his work admirably; the pub- 
lishers have not done so well. Doctor Cappon’s excellent historical in- 
troduction is printed in such microscopic type as to be well-nigh useless 
to anybody who objects to the ruin of his eyesight. Such type for an 
historical publication in this year of the Lord, 1936, should be prohibited 
by law. It is a serious injustice, too, to the author, who has written 
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what is not only a scholarly but a readable historical introduction to the 
bibliography. I say readable! The language is readable enough, but 
the type precludes a reading by all scholars who are obliged to take care 
of their optics. In spite of this defect (for which Doctor Cappon is 
not responsible) the University of Virginia is to be congratulated on 
one of the best historical publications of recent months. More power to 
the university! It should have a press, like our little sister of North 
Carolina, from which the best work of Virginia scholars might emerge. 
H. J. Eckenrode. 





AMERICAN GUTHRIE AND ALLIED Famities. Lineal Representations of 
the Colonial Guthries of Pennsylvania, Connecticut, Maryland, Dela- 
ware, Virginia, North and South Carolina, Some Post-Revolutionary 
Emigrants and of Some Allied families. Compiled by Laurence R. 
Guthrie, A. B., B. D., Member of the Kittochtinny Historical Society. 
743 pages. The Kerr Printing Company, Chambersburg, Pa. N. P. 


This large volume, handsomely bound and illustrated, is divided into 
four books, each of which is supplied with a separate index. Book I— 
John Guthrie, Emigrant to America in the Seventeenth Century and Des- 
cendants. Book II—Guthrie Emigrants to America from Ulster, 1700- 
1775, and their Descendants. Book III—Some Guthries coming to 
America after the Revolution [Including James Guthrie of Preston 
County, Virginia (now West Virginia)]. Book IV—Allied Families. 

Book I concerns the Guthrie family of King and Queen County, Vir- 
ginia, and descendants, said to derive from “John Guthrie of the James- 
town Settlement [who] came to America about 1652.” This John Guthrie 
is identified with “John Guttridge, who took out a land grant in Isle of 
Wight County in 1654. [March, 1654/5.] An error here is apparent. 
John (Gutheridge, Gutteredge, and other variants of the name) was the 
progenitor of the Goodrich* family of Isle of Wight County, prominent 
in Colonial times and one branch of which furnished several partisans of 
Lord Dunmore in the early days of the Revolution. Apart from these 
Guttridges (Goodriches) of Isle of Wight, a Henry Guttridge is found 
among the “headrights” of a land grant to Thomas Griffin, Lancaster 
County, Va., July 4, 1653 (Land Book III, p. 79). And the earliest of 
the name, it may be noted, found in extant records of the land office is 
Peter Guttrige, “headright” in a patent of John Seward, Isle of Wight 
County, April 15, 1648. (Land Book II, p. 116.) 

*In the early period “Goodrich” was pronounced “Gutridge” and fre- 
quently so spelled. See William and Mary Quarterly, Vol. III, p. 272. 


R. A. Stewart. 
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“Dictionary of American Biography.” Edited by Dumas Malone. Vol. 
XIX. Price $12.50. 

“American Life in Literature.” Edited by Jay B. Hubbell. Harper 
& Brothers, Publishers. New York, 1936. 849 pp. incl. Index. Price, 
$4.00. 

“Revista do Instituto Geographico e Historio Da Bahia.” No. 61. 1935. 
Presented by Hon. Alexander W. Weddell. N. P. 

“A Check List of American Eighteenth Century Newspapers in the 
Library of Congress.” Government Printing Office. 401 pp. incl. Index. 
Washington, 1936. Price 75c. 

“General Grant’s Last Stand.” By Horace Green. IIlustrated. Chas. 
Scribner’s Sons, New York, 1936. 334 pp. incl. Index. Price $3.75. 


“Annual Report of the Board of Regents of The Smithsonian Institu- 
tion, 1935.” Government Printing Office, Washington, 1936. $1.00. 


“The Women of the Confederacy.” By Francis B. Simkins & James 
W. Patton. Garrett & Massie, Inc., Richmond, 1936. Price $3.00. 


“The Fighting Parson of the American Revolution.” By Edward 
W. Hocker. A Biography of General Peter Muhlenberg. Published by 
the author, Philadelphia, Pa. 

“Some Ancestors of Eugene Perrot McAdams and Mary Elizabeth 
Pope McAdams of Hawesville, Ky.” Edited by Pope McAdams. Mimeo- 
graphed by Lockard Letter Shop, Shively, Ky. N. P. 


“Original Patentees of Land at Washington Prior to 1700.” By Bessie 
Wilmarth Gahn. Presented by the author. Brentano’s. Price $1.00. 


“Veritas.” By Henry Munroe Rogers. An address to Harvard 
Alumni. 

“Letters of Members of the Continental Congress,” Vol. VIII. Edited 
by Edmund C. Burnett. Published by Carnegie Institution of Washing- 
ton. Paper, $5.00; cloth, $5.50. 

“Wholesale Prices in Philadelphia, 1784-1861.” By Anne Bezanson, 
Robert D. Gray and Miriam Hussey. University of Pennsylvania Press, 
Philadelphia, 1936. 432 pp. and Index. Price $4.00. 

“The Quebec Act. A Primary Cause of the American Revolution.” 
By Charles H. Metzger, The United States Catholic Historical Society, 
New York, 1936. 223 pages incl. Appendix. Privately printed. 

“Bermuda and the American Revolution: 1760-1783.” By Wilfred 
Brenton Kerr. Princeton University Press, 1936. 142 pages incl. Index. 
Price $2.00. 

“Handwrought Ancestors.” By Marion Nicholl Rawson. E. P. Dutton 
& Co., Inc., New York. Illustrated. 366 pages including Index. Price 
$5.00. 

“The National Cyclopaedia of American Biography,” Vol. XXV. Jas. 
T. White & Company, New York, 1936. Presented in memory of Dr. 
Luther Hale Clark. Illustrated. Pages 445, not including Index. Price 
25.00. 
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